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fates (he indabitants of the said territory 
shall always be entitled to the benefits of the 
Writ of habeas corpus and of the trial by jury, 
@CmueeeProporulonave representation of the peophke in 
tie Weeislature; and of judicial proceedings 
according to the course of the common law. All 
persons shall be bailable, unless for capital 
offenses, where the proof shall be evident or the 
Peesunpihaon fpreate Alill fines shall be moderate; 
and no cruel or unusual punishments shall be 
inflicted. No man shall be deprived of his liberty 
Gm Dreperty, 0UL byethe judement of Nis» peers or 
ties latr of the lend anc should the public exigencies 
make it necessary for the common preservation to 
take any person's property, or to take his 
Particular services, full compensation shall be 
made for the same and in the just preservation of 
rights and property it is understood and declared 
that no law ought ever to be made or have force 
Mmeambic cara territesy, thatwshiall ii any manner 
whatever interfere with or affect private contracts 
or engaged bona fide and without fraud previously 
formed. 


It is noteworthy that the specified rights are 
in perpetuity and have never been abrogated and therefore 
cannot be alienated by Congress, the Lerislature, the 
President, the Governor, the Courts, or the Chief Justice 
Seer cacral or State Justices or Judges or public 
officials representative by appointment of special 
Mirercsets and minority groups including alicn races and 
philosophies impelled with the idea of power-domination 
over ancestral Americans and the Constitution which 
meevects their inalienable rights. 

Senate Document 39; Suera, Dresents av pac 
826 a discussion of Article VI, Clause 2, to-wit: the 


National Supremacy Clause. 


pmprede VI, Clause 2 


(is Constitution, and the laws of the United 

States which shall be mode in pursuance thereof: 
emda tricatrves madc, or which shall be mede, 

under the authority of the Unrted States, shall be 
ffemeaupreme law of the land; and the judges in every 
eeoce soalil be bound thereby, any thing in “the 
CGmcstlcueron Or lawe Of enhy State to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


Appellant presents the following vassares 
Soncerning the aforesaid discussion of the Supremacy 
Clause: 

This Constitution, laws and treaties of the United 
pteates are as much a part of the law of every state 
aemits own local LaweWend constitution. Their 
obligation “is imperative upon the state judges, 

Mn cieit Of PMCLal and nob wmMereiy in their private 
Capacitics. rom the very nature of their judicial 
duties, they would be called upon to pronounce 

the law applicable to the case in judgment which 
they were not to decide merely according to the 
ave OF CONSti tution of Ehe stave, but according 

to the laws and treaties of the United States in 
fthe supreme law of the land" (21). 


(21) lartin v. Hunter's Lessee, 1 heat 304, 335 
(1816) 


fo 1s Bovecworthy that neither the Congress 
mer tie California State Lerislature can enact laws, 
Baeeuian vule President "nd the Governor and the Federal 
and State Courts cannot enforce laws which are in 
Ponvravention of the United States Constitution, which is 
ma wouUpl cme Wag ot “vhne Tane@and; if such laws are so 
made and attempted to be so enforced, the same are void. 
See 92 CJS at page 1024: 
MocmeiseCimetivem between a thing void and one 
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voidable has been stated by Lord Bacon and is 
tives tilne 2S Void which was done agsainst law 
Qumme very time of doing 10, aad no person is 
Demme Dy Such 2c. 


Senate Document 39, supra, presents at pare 
Weems ciescussion of Article Lil, Section 2, Clause 1. 
Article TIT, section 1, Clause 1 


The judicial power of the United States, shall 

be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such 
imierior courts as the Congress may, from time to 
amie, Ordaim 2nd cstablish. 


Poole Mi Lo eoectiom 2, Clause 1 


The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in 
Veni ane wecauluy, aelcane under this Constitution, 

the laws of the United States, and treaties made, 
Or vinach shall besmade, undcrwethelrweaulthority: .«.. 


eae le tl, Scotiion 2, Clanse 2 


Biel Ca-es athecri ne anbasssdors, other public 
iii stemes ond consis, And racsc in which agstate 


BSiall be a party, the Supreme Court shall have 


Tapes 


STeiestista ll ypubeaikelelabie: cikerer | Coa 
Senate Document 39, supra, presents at page 
621 the following definition: 


Cases arising under the Constitution are cases 
HWOrei@meroduire ait inbvcrprevalion of the Constivution 
[iemeriole COrrecy GecloLons. Jnecy arise wien 2 
Pert onueCloliienad aeuual or Caireatencd invasion 
Sie mcO@culLUuLe@al rents by tiie Cniorccneny of 
EOlemiICU Om DUDLIC authority, usually wm Act of 
Congress or of a state legislature, and asks for 
(Uae CLAV Vel eT . 


ippotlans proscnte the Tollowingepassagc - 
memcernine the oforcsaid discussion of Article III, 
Bection 2, Clase 1: 


From Osborn v. U. S. Bank (22 US 737) to Ex parte 
Youne (209 US 123), the Supreme Court cstablished 


=e 


iii ene mie  voas JUL SCICLION CxiSsts in the 
Medem ImCoOumucm LO restmarhn tie ecnlorcement of 
MneoOMs yr yUulonal Svave Statuces and to cnjoin 
Euevemol Wolals Chearecd with the Guty of enforcing 
Bure sleire 1 tem Dringime  erininel wor civil 
proceedings to enforce an invalid statutc. 


ip iceccived Inespemtes ours, 209 US 123: 


When the question of the validity of a state 
Sravauve wien reference to the fedoral constitution 
Mes ebeen first raiced in a £edcral court that 
Comer lace tne Clips co GCeciade 1b to vne exclusion 
Ciel. ouher courts. 


WiemearrecibilumOl Teeklue OLTiCcer tO Cniorce an 
DMGOmstLEubaonn StatuLe £5 a procced ne wi tnour 
Sieneri ty Of, 2nd does nour alifect, the State in 
its sovereign or governmental capacity. and is 
Piivernie acl andere Obficer 1S stripped of his 
eetetal Character and 1S subjected in his person 
to the consequences of his individual conduct. 
The state has no powcr to impert to its officer 
Piiu@eby 16m ReSponci bl lity wo the Ssuprene 
eutaerity of tine Univcd States. 


Senate Document 39, supra, at page 1046, with 
mecoma Lo Amendment Xl concerning “what constitutes 
evave action" cites Osborn v. U.S. 3ank, supra: 


eomeaujwewortteral DOssecses no official 
Saeectey sien acuine iiileraliy and hence can 
@emigouror oerolection irom an uUnconsvituvionsl 
Suevuce. 


It was held in Fenn v. Holme, Lo. (1859) 
mieeow., Ot, 16 L Ed 1968: 


ime veryeimoronecesan Which this court has expounded 
the phrases "proccedings at the common law" and 
Decoccoaimes in Ggulvy', with reference LO the 
GrsekcteG Or bic judicial powcrs of the courts of 
tThesUnmrrpea otatos, they will be found Co have 
interpreted the former as signifying the appli- 
Carronwol the Getini tions and principles and rules 
of the cormon law to rights and obligations 
essentially legal; and the latter as meaning the 
Senweurapom with reference to cquitable as 
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Sonumocwstinevishce fron Leeal CLOTS, Gl sbnc 
aoc ky Weve Ciamed end infivenccd by the Ccurt 
CheGaanccry im sneland. 


ic Varese eld 1 Nee We em snore ore. RH. Co. 
cee) 105 Us 206, 26 1 ad 975: 
Deemer uetvon Of Gurr scietion Dbetieen Lat: and 
Miata lowes vt Gl Onah tO Tie eCktCay to when 
Riese Ui or elc TOrbiles 2ny ini rinccment of tne 
Giaiiuee: Lerol bata y as fixed by the conmon law. 


Piece le lt ieGCOlmauny. Posiol Telegranni,. 


ee ee 


Me Del. (1943) 52 1 Supp 763: 


BWerewOgvsbluNviona. rients sre involved, 1t is the 
Minimo CCS | eeulruS CO TSCCUTCMENCI©r proLecLion 
CSGcimeegetlate steven courcus May far] tesdo "se in 

MeL ocous SiLuuUotLous. 


Heer iCheeatipiervwe ct sblic ferecoine indieaves 


het or eblen. eee bord ud dincad cescencant 
Moco mecCarOlgnomeli@NZens, “aq rouitied the 
C2AsteGwuren, las imelicnaole Pirhts as sev ont 
immune Crdinanes 164 tic Government acoptca 1707: 


(2) Ghat stete courts and (ualecs are reaquared to 
eee tr eelele Vi, Clause 2, to=T10:. bo 
Cenroun CICCletonset7Go Weer Tae aucnerity oF 
SEeremeoOustuelulome onc lows tc tne civil risies 
Blaetemures SCCorded bo ancestral Anericans in the 
Censt1 tinti on; 


(3) Theat cases Seiwa wUncer Lic CaonstLturi om and 
Jas, ane iieoesience Licreor, siolh be geLtcreincd 


ie the Seems Comat ; 

a That foederel courts shall restrain the enforce- 
ier UnMecole mEaululGae! SLOLC Sstotuies and shall 
Mee tone Ties vomit y ol State sbavutes ith 
PeTcnrencemec VoemeemonubutLOnN tien osited to ado so; 


Ceteoue tie -cresotmctote officers tajetterptinre 
tome MiomecmnNacOnshhyULiOla! Stsetuncs, Deir 
UU i eocenvOol® Onc sOprcsenl personal octs 


or 


meee oth uCemure Gior tien thc Acts of the statc; 


(6) Tort in federal courts ratters shall be 
Cevem necmimeti! Seecrilc rerercnce To reaquirenents 
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On Une Cello Maw, and with Specific reference to 
Cquity, as guaranteed on both counts by the 
Cons vPourilon; 


(7) That where constitutional rights arc 
iPegoivod It 1S uae GuLy Of Tcderal courts to 
Pecire tilcir provection Cven though state courts 
meni tO do"S0.« 


As shown by Appellant's Opening Brief, DCA 
fom 299/71, Areument 1: 


ieee t een 20, 1777, INTERLOCUTORY JUDG! ONT 

IS VCID, BECAUSE THE JUDG WAS AN EDPLOY=8.-PARTY 
OF THE iwDICAL EXALTNGRS, AS DISCOVERED ON 

APRIL 14, 1964. 


Sectron lu, of the ede cot Civil Proecedurc, 
eervuomet Colifornin states: 


Nommeludee shail Sit or act as such in eny action 

er procccdi1 nes 

ioe oe veren NC 16 4 perby; ... 

fame eno in the action Or proceeding, or in any 
DLCUMOUGMAc Liem Ore rococding PnvolVine seany 
Oi SUMe Sseme Messuec, NC wins Deen aAlLicrmey or 
COWS Wee eye jee A oe 

fee SC elie) Hide vo eappecr probable that by 

GeNs@ieol wes Gi oreiuCLee of Such justice 

CGC fa hate wene impartial trial cannot 

bewiccm™ Dy" tim: 


Potente eleede rie Case of United Ril cies 


Somes eornes (1911) 159 © 242: 


TieVmecveseiucs expressly forbid persons pertorming 
fo tCratetUnstilons [rom acting where they are 
Miverestee, Such intercst, if subsequcntly Shown, 
mendecrs the decision void. 


Romeo ime versa) Mont. “I sof sormg= brief... an 
he Mure COULTER tc a ftundament of "due process": 
Competent tribunal required. "Due process" 
Mimtem 2 treba! both Tmprartial and mentelly 
COMmpecveml tO @itord 2 hearing. 
iiiencmeueel Co. v. Nep'l labor Rol. Bbd., CCA 7, 


ahs, 


Memclommoy xii bit "1" of said brief, the 
Meer ication by two physicians is devoid cf "due proccss" 
elements: 


ipempcocecdie prevrdcd for byestatute for the 
Tow Pont Lom by pio onysleians os Vo 1Nnsanivy 
Smomoerce 1S Chtirely devoic oj; the essential 
Sweremus 6: "uc proccess of law". 
omeemcomncih, 18 A 2d 304, 306; li Weyc. 525 


ie Tomecoine refers to the common law “duc 
Peecesa™ol, law? as required by Article VI, Clause 2, 
end evarantecd by Amendment V and by the "duc process! 
meevVisitons of Amendment AIV, Scction 1. 
Amendment V 


iemecroon shall be held to answer for a capital 

Gi weouner IMianous Crime unless on a prescntment 

One indictment Ci soles te eeimemexecCOr Il Cescs 
persiine nim tne band or naval forces, or in the 

feces, wen in esctuel scrvice, in time of war 

wep uOlre damecr; nor shall any pergon be Subject 
for the same offence tc be twicc put in jcopardy 
Cate or Tio, nor shall be compellcd in any 
Serie Cece to be Ss witncss arninst himsely, nor 

ome Ct CO mol et Opel Cr Uy, Om Dr Oner Uy vu! thout 

Gie proccess 01 of. laws OCS shall _ ‘private pi Oo Oopena. oy r be. 
taken f how ‘public | Use ise without _ to et t compensation. 


moemdnent ATV, Section 1 


Paulebersciic Derm or Naturealizgcd in the United 
Slewec. “mG subject to thc jurisdiction thereof, 
Macmcmbizemae! the United Statcs and of the state 
waercin they resice. ue) SevCc sla ll ii se On 

CO EOnC Oma nye Aes which s sali “abridge (tho. x “privileges 
Ox Ane oye citizens o! of the - United Esse a 
Por, saall omy s Sate. ;@ deprive any | ere srolaern ‘ge 
Tiberty_ ene ‘or property Wi vneuby due process of law; nor 


Gen evo any Merson 1 within i be Js ehie i e Haac mm the 
eo ual, protection o on, ieee dave 


(Emohasis Amend. V and XIV added) 


Bie 


Msc tierce os becn Genial of wqucal protection 
fo emes lom in thie case, as required by e«irticle VI, 
Slemse 2, and guaranteed by Amendment VI and the equal 
Poeevection of inw provisions of Amendment XIV, Section 1. 
Amengment VI 


ieoMeccbhibnoiemrosccuUylLone, tae accused) sh-l1 
Sime y ume Lighy FO a Speedy and public trial wy by 

Me tioarteal jury Or the state and district wnhermein 
the crime shell have been committed, which district 
Bae have been previcusly ascertaincd by Lar, 

mec es pe Intornes, of the Mmoture end cause of the 
peCuUlaAtvons vo be Cenfironted with the witnesses 
wooo Nim; vo Have compulsory Drocess Tor 

Ove linmieettnesses im hiewavor, and to have the 
@ectseonce of counsel for his debensce. 


Ariendment ‘IV, Section 
CueGea On Worceyl CUsmDo ae 


ie ace ncld ne semaicnon, 21° Fasupe.417 
(1963): 
Se vuawimendnent insefer as it is applicabie to 
states through 14th Amendment, refers only to 
Cia Mag iGo seeul one. 
fool Donkonin Comme ty (196i). 333 
Si ecamocl: 
Emcee CCUSeUHoOnVor ison ty %ets 1s not proper 
cee rCeselaset TOetlcn ane in oa lunacy inanesu 
(ienMeacimot Ommeccdine, rulcs of sevidence end bunden 
SaoGoot could be the same as these in any criminal 
Gc OUeci—cimmanal trial. 
mie cmine 160 onoLemcsrorm tomcdmit eyidenec. of 
Wocvere OY CChrli LG.tC Or aifidavilt 9s to menval 
COmemele WOoueCoctenaeanl lia Jumacy inquest. 
HieGem moma cnenca oo Exhibit "A" and incorporated 
ie rerercnes’ 2 sublishicad document, entitled "The 


Souvinvemec oe! GaemUcprivation of Civil Rights in the 
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Walker Case under color of state law constitutes 
@ensviracy under 18 USC 241--371". The said exhibit 
fees reference tc provisions of the Welfare « Institutions 
meee ObLabc of California, which violate the “due proccss" 
eee “equal protection” provisions above referred to. 
See. 5128 denominates the proceedings as "civil", ina 
Peeacren where the FEL maintains “criminal identification 
meeores” as a result of the proceeding. Scc. 5050 provides 
mer pine CCrtirrcation by two physicians, as “the basis 
Meare judRe-crployer to sign the interlocutory order 
Peeulaine Tor jury trial on demand but which in any 
Evenu 1S used as the basis for the County Clerk's Index. 
Mvemcoesienavlon of “civil procccdine"” and issuance of 
mcm avcerlOCUuGOry Order Upon certificate sipncd by two 
Court-enuployed physicians, and the immunity provisions of 
Sec. 5047 creates a classification which approves 
aeescoriningavion to prevent ‘duc process trial" and 
wersdiction dcterninatvon". 
faeces Hecaciedees 2xhibit "SB" and incorporated 
imyeerercrencc quoatcd Welfare & Institutions Cade Sec. 
BOW?, 5050, 5128, referred to above, but not intended to 
Pemexclusive Of “other Wheconsti tutional provisions. 
Wego Karcsh sa@iac of Sec. 5050, S. F. Chronicic 7-28-66 
@CCA p. 2% 
Wudee Kar@sh said Section 5050 of the Yelfare 
Ce@ewis semuaguc lthat it Can be uscd to imprison 
Semeone witnout duc preceéss of law". 


me Oe 


Mie uemioweb. OChed «Ss Exhibit 'C'" ond 
im@eorporaved by reference a published document entitled 
Pmouestion for the Court and for sepublicans", 
me@esenting ficts of the Belli-Ilnaloney situation. 

(here is@attachedas Exhibit "D" and 
mecorporated by reference an cxcerpt from a copyrighted 
published document (Copyright Clase, Heersrravi em. NO. 
me 2G, July 14, 1965) filed as Exhibit "A" to 
Pereepien for Reherring in 968 lise., U. S. Supreme Court 
Pe filled in the record in 1 DCA 1 Civil 22754 and 
merermnea to in lotion to Augsment Record and to Produce 
Peedtional Evidence in DCA 1 Civil 23371. 

Snid Exhibit "D" is presented te show that on 
Wecemoer 20, 1939, appellant wis A national bank association 
employee, who was employed unlawfully in interstate 
commerce and subject to the provisions and protections of 
Memeo, Dll jeivige federal jurisdiction; and that whe bank 
Dae crmias ferfcit for tay violations under 12 USC. This 
macurally raises the question of violation ofstatutory 
mouy oy federal as well as state officials, with pertinent 
puamrive penalties under fcdcral and stnte laws, as to 
Parcials who pemmitted and failed to prosecute the 
Mare Obectons atfcctine the public interest. 

Said exhibit is also presented to show that the 
Goprigation of Appellant's civil rights imphired her 
Elployment contract in contravention of Article I, 


Salles 


eeew.on 10, Clause 1, United States Constitution, and that 
wae object constituted violation under 18 USC 241 and 371. 

MWewie tier celeme this courte Vs appellant's 
Mesmicst for determination that the Superior Court issued 
PimesDecernber 20, 1939, interlocutory order without 
feeisdiction and on that basis that the same was and is 
mate, With 2 Concomivent request for affirmative relief 
mame ce Torml Of aenunc pro tunc order restoring appellant 
pee ner property to the situation obtaining prior to the 
December 20, 1939, interlocutory order, with clearance 
Sreresulting records, local and state and federal, and 
Pissia nunc pro tunmc vesting of property rights in California 
end Alabama with waiver of statutes of limitations and 
eve. and with immediate accrual of causes of action 
mere rosses and damages to be presented for prompt 
meselution by arbitration. 

the sivuarvonvas to the anvolved federaland 
Pipyee Officials, courts and judges, constitutes wilful 
Promeation of Article VI, Clause 2, and violation of the 
Pleveantics under Amendment V, VI, and XIV, since there 
@meuca 4 taking of Life, liberty and property without 
due process of law and without just compensation by means 
@f on Unconstitutional statute, the provisions of which 
and the court practice concerning which constitute denial 
Shecdual provection of the Mav upon classification 
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etecriIminavion Descd on denial of duc process of law, 
Pageemich Said unconstitutional statute has becnend is 
Pee ueca by involved fedcred wand stetc officialss 
Sources and judges, including the Department of Justice 
Sr tune United States, to cover up crimes against the 
pole invercst, to-wit: the violation of the National 
Baier cy Dyebankeot Amcrica N. T. @ S. A. with the full 
meomledee and consent of the Comptroller of the 
Sierency whose administrative activitics are subject 
Pome GO Lic control ef the President of the United 
Biabes 2nd who in the past has had an Assistant 
Mimo had served as = cnreer-exccutive of said bank. 
Reterence tol the Appendix of Appellant's Opening 
meet, DCA 7 Civil 23371, will show exhibits involving 
Meola on of Constitutional fuaranties, violation of 
Peeenmom ana Californin statutory lai, attorneyshin by 
ener -cltazcr Communistwnvolving the factor of Federal 
Bimeav Of Investigation record-crror, ond raising the 
Seceion ci the in@lligibility of Edmund Brown to be 
Memernor of Colifemnia in view of his having committed 
moilonvcs of2insy this appellant, to-wit: forgery and 
il wemecelrlon Or public records on the latteresof phich 
Peete lemme Stetucc of limitrtions for prosccution as under 
Boma Code, Section 797, State of California. 
Prily, this iswa case-situetion of inverse-crine, 


nee 


Simor to the brimciple of inverse-condcmnation of 
Beeperty. wherc the appellant has been and is being 
Mmoneerco Lo the crime of conspiracy by involved federal 
mee stave officials, courts and judecs, who are benefiting 
Meee ric COonulnuanee of the crime which originated with 
meeenon-jurisdictional December 20, 1939, interlocutory 
Meer wnich was achieved for the purpose of preventing Chis 
appellant from being a witness to National Bank Act 
meomencions by Bank of Amcricn directors and officials, 
meemiiten violations included the unlawful employment of 
meme Sopeilant in interstate commerce on a selary profit- 
Bers basis which minimized salary payments to 
peess Chan normal diving standard of wages and which 
Semseicuuted discrimination in employment against appellant 
Memeevoeman contrary to the provisions of the Pair Labor 
Standards Act. 

ic SUbIeCtemomecCr wer thle caoseerequires@ihe 
meen eren of fedora] court jurisdiction. Heferénce is 
meme to walker v. Bank of Amcrica. 268 F 2d 16, and to 
Meren vy. Norris, 300 F 2d 24, in which it was held in the 
Mmmmem Cage) tia ule decision of Wallcr v. Bank of America 
was reversed as to appellant's right to suc under 42 USC 
1783, except for the fact that appellant did not state 
Pinwheels mere umacr. Color of state law, while 
Ponvueactecroriiy ti bovUn Gecisions edmitting thay such claim 
was made. 


ae 


tee wo we! TCANt GO Stave that tie metvter of 
Mebect Vorrank of América is cntiticd to be reasserted 
elo wmor Ute CxurmInsic fraud as shown in this proceeding, 
Mier co) Uc dascoverics allegecd as the basis for the 
Paves cion Of juriedicticon at this time, to-wit: the 
moeerauae of the final order of Junc 14, 15, 1945; the 
Mmoeeg@er ss O. GCovernor Edmund Srown as District Attorney of 
Piemewmoulaciyon of June 25, 1945, and the implepentation of 
Meemoressic forgery into a court order by Judgre Cronin; 
miemeence’s back of jurisdiction to cntcr the June 25, 1945, 
memeee Sui pulation-ordcr and the court's lack of 
fiitimeteticn to make and enter the February 1, 1946 order 
Meenweicenon-anpplicable to & dcnominsted civil proceeding; 
mem de falsification of the County Clerk's Index; and 
the violation of Government Cede Section 26540 by the 
Piewewet Attorney, including the unauthorized removal of 
‘eemeebruary 1, 1946 order from file 18,160 and which order 
Demmecplaccad On appclleant's motion by court order of 
Pieter, 1766, tor the purpose of supporting the record 
imeiore this Court. 
imeem spee A lecircunstances of this Case, 1 is 

Peemmeiy to ClhtewUnitcd States Bonk vs. Northumberioand Bank, 
wi, CC We: 

Memo CumouminCOrooratllomoa: thie Bank of the United 

States @ives the Circuit Courts of the United States 

(UMS then Ol SUitSebyygand acainst the bank. 


=e 


HitomocovmeEshon 1m une charter ts warranted by the 
Sroworinele Or tic Constitution, which declares 
that "the judicial power shall extend tc all cases, 
Mie eomenequiluy, arising vunder this Constitution, 
tae laws @f the United States and treaties made or 
Wevenesheall be made under their authority". 

Ue ScluauLoen PaALSeS a Question also as to the 
Tend’ ty of the decision in Walker v. Bank of America on 
maewebasis ef District Court disrissal under 28 USC 1348, 
Pec purports to Unconstitutionally substitute state 
Pomeueiurisdictyion for fedcral court jurisdiction in a4 
situation where the federal cntity, to-wit: Bank of 
America has by the repeated and continuing acts of National 
Powe en Violations ferfeited its charter under Tivle 12 
Me eeeroevisionga, and which fact of itself constituted 2 
Ppaemeomtor federal court) jurisdiction to determine the 
Hesucs. 

Speaking of law violations of Bank of Anerica, 
formewaich their charter is forfeit under 12 USC, Judge 
Hanley said in his footnote 16: 

ijeeany OUrpose Of appellees is factually assertcd 
imeuiesc pleadings, 1 is the private one of 
furthering their own business plans and avoiding the 
Smopecndi sure of funds. 
Pm, mererring to thc Walker case in Cohen v. Norris, 
Judge Hanley said: 
Sete care 2) that the complaint contained no 
surticveno allesation that themact was committed 
imdemeeelkemrecn Stave inwe ouch an allegation is 
necessary to state a claim under 1983. ... 


It was held in US v. Buckner, 108 F 2d 921, cert. 


SiGe 


ae OO S Ct 613, 309 US 669, 84 L Ed 1016: 
When once 2 connection was shown between dcfendant 
MiGmComoumsenCy~ CvLOCiCe Of CArLicr Sctivitiles of 
Teemcosorenitius CONC nt tO prove Origin and 
Srercuencc, O©1 COlSspiracy was admissible acainsy 
merendant. 
ies Oleatwin thie ease, es Sstotn by Exhibit 
POURreant waere appellant was on the payroll of Bank of 
hmewmmlesa wari). Jonuary 23, 1940, the December 20, 1939, 
interlocutory order, the circumstances of which are told 
Mimgorwai! in Dppeliant®s Roply Bricf, DCA 1 Civil 23371, 


Arsunent I: 


Mes SUPIATOR COURT NeVER HAD JURISDICTION OVER 
THIS APPELLAPT AT ANY TIE 


Piieweroed tic Obligation of appellant's cmoloyment convuract 
imate. of American under the provisions of 12 USC, 
(ime m CnLitvied her to the bencfits of California Law and 
femeiaetOs under Federal Law, and that the said benefits 
Peeomoctie am tained by othe continuance of the matter under 
Piomesbeitied record imvelyved in the matter before this 
Court. 
ieeemc lo tn somber valeee. (L028) 927 eed 
M@emecoecel sClcmen) 5 Ct 93, 278 US 572, 73 lL dd 3851: 
Boch COUReMnas Miurnediction! sto determine 
Catlsc  Dececemon Claim ci Stave law tmpairing 
Coiba talon sol CoMmEract. 
imc ppereciy bnonm examina tionu.e! Hcspondent's 
hepa weeNemmuin Ge li Mas become thc practice ct California 
Mom ncesmiaimunecmelorence Court and the District Court of 


ie 


ly + 


Mepes| CO Maintain the record status quo of unconstitu- 
weonal Welrare & Institutions Code procecdings, in which 
eye process and equal protection have been denied. Hence, 
fe PeCultion for Removel was filed to assure the legal 
feecruy Of tCnis appellant's civil rights. 

As pointed out by appellant in "Appellant's 
Pmepltcacvion to Disqualify All Judecs of the United States 
Penruso: Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and to Invoke 
meeUecec?71 authorizing the Chicf Judge to present a 
Pemrii ieave of Necessity requesting the Chicf Justice in 
Mees OLficial capacity (he being disqualificd also) to 
Geevemetc and assien Temporary Judges frem other 
Circuits to hear this case (28 USC 455)", Judge Joseph 
iWamesh, waco Gcnied appcllant’s motion on December 17, 
1964 and January 14, 1965, was CCP 170 and 28 USC 455 
Gisquealificd by reason of having represented J. Edgar 
Hoover, Director of the Iederel Bureav of Investigation 
im His capacity as Assistant United States Attorney at 
Senvirancisco, im San Francisco Superior Court Action 
No. 383580, in which Judge Knaresh discovered the facts 
Se ecovcrner Brown's forgery and the falsification of 
public records which remained unknown to this appellant 
until December 29, 1964. 

Examination of Respondent's Reply Brief, DCA 
1 Civil 23371 (page 2, second paragraph) shows that 
tice ltetrie, Attorney admitted the issuance of the 


Pee 


Order of June 14, 15, 1945, which bocanme final because it 


meeewnoy appealed and the finality of which could not be 


Pereevca by Governor Brown's forged stipulation-order 


Meme 25, 1945, purporting to set it aside: 


m0: 


Comtesse), 8attcr Sppellent had filed 4 
Peplegmcc se clade tac order of December 20, 1730, 
fiewm@aUuLer woes Subiaitted and the court entered its 
Seder vecating the December 20, 1939, judement. 
ates wae chortled "Order Setting Asid@e Criginal 
Commitment" and was recorded in Volume 645 at page 
minor eeic Jucement Book of the County Clerk of 
Piememhyeond Coumuyvor San francisco. Copy of Unis 
Sager eis avceachca nereto tiarlicd “Exhibit BY. 


Dewsiemi by Appellant's Opening Brier, “Aremient 


Mae JUNY 24, 15, 1945 CRDER WAS A FINAL ORDER, 
ConCLUDUNG VATTERS AT [6SUs, WHICH ANNULLED THE 
DECHPEER 20, 1939 INTERLOCUTORY CRDER AND VESTED 
Cave to Cf CACTIGH UNDER FEDERAL AND S@ATE LAU, 
INCLUDING WELFARE AND INSTITUTIONS CODE SECTION 
bo? On LACK CF PRCOBASLE CAUSE, 


iieenaceaeida in leicorm Breming Con va, Pac. Tatil 


Megor ins. Co. (1961) 194 CA 2d 494: 


ay : 


2 ser SB: 


Mieceweomece but one fine) judencnt in an action 
paeethiaeeis one that ain cifect ends suit in court 
Pics overca mand finally dévermines 
MEniGctewor parties in relation to Metter in controversy. 


Pisweter oy opel lanu's Onenine Briel, epuneny 


Lew eCUMI Ream TN WENYING APPELLANT'S | OVION. 


Petre tones auLnority on opening and vacating 
Woidadmemm@ente 1s los Anreles v. |organ, 105 GCA cd 
726, from which the following quotations are made; 


fie fy iedity of a judgment is apparent on 
inspection of the judgement or judement roll, the 
judgment nay be vacated on motion at any tine 
after its entry. (Poo. ve Greene, 74 Cal. 400) 


=i) 9x 


Meeune seecord shows, appellant filed Notice of 
Peal to the District Court of Appeal, State of California, 
on January 14, 1965, and then secured orders from the 
meeeemot, Court of Appeal, Division One, in 1 Civil 22754, 
meeyine proccedings pending decision by the United States 
mmeieemc Court on her lotion for Leave to File Petition 
Mor writ of iandate, which was filed on February 11, 1965, 
lemcompe! Judge Karesh to grant appellant's motion. The 
meemon of the United States Supreme Court was sought on 
fee basis that the original December 20, 1939, interlocutory 
Seeer was void because of the CCP 170 disqualification of 
inte Court and Judge, by reason of the fact that the 
Mmuaees of the San Francisco Superior Court were employers 
@eeinvolved medical examiners and on the further basis 
met tne June 14, 15, 1945, order annulling the December 
Moe 1737, interlocutory order granting appellant's 
petition based on denial of due process and cqual 
protection under U. S. Constitution Amendment XIV was 
[mieetinal order in Action 18,160. However, the Motion 
for Leave to File the Petition was denied. 

Mpeellant filed Petition for Removal to the 
Maeted States District Court on April 27, 1966, within 
pecs after the District Court of Appeal denicd Potion 
momerndavancement in DCA 1 Civil 23371 and following 
mlewaental of Application for Ex Parte Order in a situation, 


nee (lex 


due \ 


re An is lt! 


a@teioe tte. © Tia 


wien ce 
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meere oppellant is entiticd to relicf~-on-demand under 
Mees Clon or vic vol1d ordcrs here involved. In her 
Meemetod, appcliang sct out the fact that in virtew of (1) 
fie involved felony of Covernor Edmund Brown as 

Meer icty Attorney in the matter of the forgery of the 

Mee >, 1945, stipulation and falsification of public 
records and (2) the CCP 170 disqualification of 211 state 
muaees by reason of the Court-Judge employment of medical 
Meeerncrs under the Welfare and Institutions Code, it was 
Mmeeescscible for her to sccure resolution of the problem, the 
Besecnce and continuance of which constitutes deprivation 
mei vyil and property rights. 

Popeidiemmt citca the case of Stackhouse tm 
fimes, CC la, 1883, 15 F 481, 4 Moods 171, involving the 
feioval of on appellate procceding, in which it wes held: 

Pest puati chmmeallivy amounts Go "a meweeasc AGising 

mete eevee, a bneuan Weaving relation torre 

Paweic iit oleawaudenemc'' may be renoved. 
Mamaiesort Of this contention, appellant cited her 
discoveries ranging over the veriod fron lay 5, 1964, to 
Meeenper 29, 1964, when she discovered the falsified 
Meumty Clerk's Index. 

Avpellant in the Lemorandum filed lay 9, 1966, 
/eminited States District Court No. 45049 cited 28 USC 
1443, which satisfics the requirencnt of 28 USC 1447 (a) 
Pearicbring appeal from Order Denying Fetition for Removal 
byeJudge Alfonso J. Zirpoli filed lay 13, 1966. 


aeote 


28 USC 1445 
Crvll Higa ts Cases. 


Mieewot oie TOllOulMe CiVil actions, or crininal 
Peon cculions, oMmmenced ln o state court may be 
Beiouwe Ove LNG OCrenaant Bo the district court of 
PiemTmved states for the Cistrict and division 
Spence “tne place wierein it is pending: 


(1) against any person who is denicd or cannot 
Piibencesli tse Courus ‘of suchastatc 2 right under 
oy eat providine for equal civil rignts of 
Samezoieso; taesUni vcd oLales or of all persons 
Pao TAC ere eulon Lhereor . 

(2) for Ti Cellier Color Of SuULhioOri ty acrived 
Peete’ la) Drovicine for equal ricrhts, or for 
Getletie mye dO ony Seu on tic FrouUnd that Tt 
WemicneC LNCONnSISbent win such lar. 

PemuSse t4n7 (da) 

Pomoudenr comamdine Oo Cease to the state court from 
fer tb was rcmoved 1s not revicwable on appeal 
Cameo oormise. Grcop., thet aigordcr rénanding 4 

Pe somee tie stare court from thich 10 wes removed 
Pienaar vormscetlon Ie of thie title shail be 
neve ante Dye ppecat OF OvIeri1 Se. 

i ea situeerom where there has been econcerved 
wreromwevo Drevent appellant from being restored to her 
Sewer prior to the issuance of the non-jurisdictional 
December 20, 1939 interlocutory order and there there has 
meeeconecerved acuron toa prevent her from having the 
Memeti cts of the final order of June 14, 15, 1945, in 
San Francisco Superior Court No. 18,160, there has been 
Pa owesteewachialk ol equal protection of the law to 
—eeoore tecacral Court jurisdiction. 

PUueviiewneror Neer taalrenable Fights as an 


Perea g me  erread, this appellant was entitied to due 


Seo. 


process and any judgment of any court or judge under any 
fein any jurisdiction in contravention of that right 
madein violation of the Supremacy Clause of Article VI, 
Weeusc <2, is void. The record shows that the said 
Meearancveed duc process was denicd in the factor of the 
Baeloyer=judg@c, and in the factor of the setting aside of 
moet inal order by forgery to falsify the records, which 
Penetitutes crime under 18 USC 241 and 371 against this 
@ppellant and the pcople of the United States. 

incre, Ties abit y to Secure Nearina as ve 
Sour, jurisdiction under CCP 1916, which is accorded in 
Sener types of civil procecdings, by the CCP 170 
S@eaqvelified Superior Court Judm@e and the failure to 
recopnize the final order of June 14, 15, 1945, constitutes 
pemie! Of CqQual protection of the law. 

PIicomnz 1S elecar that the facts Of thigmcasc 
Willi support judgement in appellant's favor by reason of 
Seerrnsic fraud factors, in Walker v. Bank of America, 
supra, and since one of the reasons for this action is to 
mecover losses caused by the conspiracy of officials of 
Beni of Amcrica in conjunction with federal and state 
Pirieiais and judges, it is proper that this Court should 
have jurisdiction, since the conspiracy against this 
Pppellant is a National Bank Act violation under 12 USC, 
Pumee the fedcral charter only authorizes the directors to 
do those acts which are in accordance with law. 


2235 


i‘ =e =e a ele 
; 4 — = 
- - - > a 


= A 


et alee 
_—— 

——— se Se 

a es 

wie oe wll +. i <— Te 


ie 7 ovecer@mg . . 7 
~ om : nl ed ok 


Mmemeececeora Ji cti1ls casc shews, esc set cout in 
Reply Bricf, DCA 1 Civil 23371, Argunent 


THE SUPERIOR COURT NEVER HAD JURISDICTION OVER 
THIS APPELLANT AT ANY TIlz 


moempeee ll thercot, clearly shows that there was complete 
[eal of dune process, ranging fror: deception te secure 
Seen Of the petition to deception in gctting hold cf 
@ewellant's bedy against her will which was tantanount 
@emuae crime of kidnapping, the issuance of vold orders, 
mre under the void orders holding appellant's body which 
Merl wos tantanount to kidnapping, and then maintaining 
Peron ence Conspiracy and crime false and frudulent 
mereras bO cover up crines at national and state levels 
Saeeovermicnt and to perrit crininals, to-wit: law 
feteleavors, as Bank of Amcrica, to continuc their crimes 
against the public intecrcst in contravention of the 
United States Constitution and the laws enacted by 
Congress. 

Referring back to Senatc Document 37; and the 
meaeauaon Of the Ordinance for the Government adopted 
Moy 13, 21767, appellant calls to the attention of 
the Court and Judecs and ancestral Americans, the fact 
waet, 2S stated in Art. 2 thereof, quoted on page 2 hereof, 
appellant was entitled to judgment by her pecrs or the 
Ham of the land. Appellant contends that her peers 
can only be those who like herself have by lawful lineal 

Sethe 
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[mmeeritance by blood descent the vested rights as set 
Gagan the Ordinance of 1787. Appellant contends that 
we lew of the land is the United Statcs Constitution. 
Under Tawemanelogy, appellant contends the: 
feeeer ainisrants to the United States of Amcricn and their 
feeceonvants arc not her pecrs and that representatives 
memeeccia! interests and Minority groups are not her 
Peers, ond not being her peers they have no right to act 
Memovueticcs, Judges, or jury members to detcornine the 
neeeecr Of OQppcllant's civil rights and the deprivation of 
Weesc Tights for purposes of Constitutional Law violation. 
iter wewinstont CxscC, APpCliant Nas peen 
peemreecvea to Bank of Ancricn crimes perpetrated against 
Pesieat the federal level by Italian lecadcrship, and has 
meen Subjcetca to crimes by an Irish legislator, and 
Maer bcen subjected to crincs by Italian, French, Swedish 
PemeCCOLLIG stverncys, and has been subjectcd to crimes 
iyeirish and Jewish officicls, and said crimes have been 
inplencented and naintained by Holland, Irish, Negro, 
Meoatian, Jcwish Judgecs, it being belicved by appellant 
Maga all of them are probably first-generation Ancricans 
Miose intcrests in their opinion arc best served by 
developing power for ninority groups at the expense of 
aneestral Anericans. Such an interest constitutes CCP 
imOeonc 2c Us 455 disqualification. Such is the imbterest 
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ifs is responsible for the continuance of this 
eee as Shown by Exhibit "A". And such is the interest 
jaye Nas becn responsibic fer the unconstitutional 
Salecrinination as practiced by the United States Suprene 
Seurey In accordance with statutcs purporting to 
Mecoblish discrctionary choice of cascs and which has 
Memeasis of sUutbhorizaction as to the Constitutional Rights 
Gr eonecstral Amcricans undcr the provisions of the 
Warecd Statcs Constitution. 
Micwasscrtca diseri: in xtion against this 

Seeeliant as an ancestral Amcrican and as a nember of the 
Broun of ancestral Arcricans, constitutes denial of equal 
provection of law which 

(1) nandates Suprene Court of the United States 

JuUrLedre trom; and 
(2) permits Congressional Court jurisdiction as 


to cate Court. 
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stg 
STATELENT OF THE CASE 


The CCP 1916 lotion (JR 29) -- requiring a 
showing of extrinsic fraud, a good defense, and freedon 
fron negligence or fault -- to set aside an interlocutory 
order secured by deniol of due process, and requesting 
@fiirmative relief, to-wit: clearance of all records at 
focal, state and federal levels, nunc pro tunc restoration 
erealil rights in California and Alabama, immediate 
accrual of causes of action with clains to be arbitrated, 
was presented by appellant to and denied arbitrarily 
by the Superior Court. (See Exhibit "F" to this Brief). 

The notion was based on the following discoveries 
(JR 76, 79, 83, 108; Appellant's Opening Brief, p. 7: 
Beeibit “K"): 

May 5, 1964 File 18,160 was not destroyed 


May 10, 1964 February 1, 1946, order 
not recorded 


July 15, 1964 Attorney Andersen did not 
sign stipulation 


December 29, 1964 County Clerk's Index 
Pfalsrered 


Four court orders are involved, the December 20, 
1939, interlocutory order (JR 10), the June 14, 15, 1945, 
final order (JR 21), the June 25, 1945, forged stipulation- 
order (JR 22), the February 1, 1946, expungenent order 
2202 
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(JR 27-and Exhibit "E" this Brief). There was introduced 
Bs & part of the extensive evidence to support appellant's 
MeuLton for Exhibit "E", the following minute order, of 
march this Court may take judicial notice of the fact 
miat the file was scaied and the record closed by the 
February 1, 1946, order, to-wit: 
Minute Book Volume ___—s_— page 141, April 17, 1946. 
In re Claudia Walker, on alleged incompetent, No. 
me,oO. In this action, the court ordered the 
County Clerk to issuc two certified and one 
exenplified copy of an order of court in the above 
entitled cause, made and entered February lst, 1946. 

The court nay also take judicial notice of the 
fact that the February 1, 1946, order was the basis of a 
paynent to appellant of ‘$1,440.00 by the State Board of 
Control in 1949 (JR 76, 79, 83, 108, Appellants Opening 
Brief Exhibit "K", Appellants Reply Brief Exhibit "B") 

There is also involved the County Clerk's Index 
(JR 28), which shows the June 25, 1945, forged stipultion- 
Order as the final order in 18,160, which is intended to 
establish that the Decenber 20, 1939, interlocutory 
order was valid when in fact and law the court had no 
Peurrsdiction to make it. 

The required showing (JR 66-7) of extrinsic 
fraud, to-wit: appellant was on the payroll of Bank of 
National Trust & Savings Association until January 23; 
1940, being unlawfully ernployed by the federal chartered 
bank in interstate cormerce and entitled to up to 
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6,000.00 in Workmens Conpensation benefits, which were 
fraudulently concealed (See Walker v. Bank of America, 
268 F 2416) (JR 32-3, 37), which precluded a transfer- 
commitnent because of "lack of funds" (JR 42), and was a 
prospective witness to the bank's National Bani: Act 
violations then under investigation by the Securities 
& Exchange Commission, and the object of the conmitment 
was to prevent appellant fror: being such a witness, 
which was a violation under 18 USC 371; a good defence, 
to-wit: a letter by Attorney Belli (JR 40-1 wherein he 
falsely stated he served as attorney and adnitted that 
Me anstigaved the action becouse appellant consulted hin 
about suing a politician (See Exhibit "C" this Brief), 
and the interlocutory Judencent (JR 10) shows he served 
2S Oo witness against appellant after appellant asked 
hin to be her attorney (JR 13-5); and freedom fron 
negligence or fault, to-wit: Appellant's Reply Brief, 
pages 11-22, shows conclusively that duc process was 
conpletely denied by reason of which the court never 
acquired jurisdiction over this appellant (See Exhibit 
"A" of this Brief) was made in the docunents presented to 
the court. 

On April 14, 1964 (See Appellant's Opening 
Brief, Exhibit "J"), appellant was informed through the 
Chief Administrative Officer of San Francisco that the 
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medical cxaniners were the employees of the San Francisco 
ewierior Court, raising the CCP 170 disqualification 
issue in law, as set out in the opening brief at page 

10. The interlocutory judgnent (JR 10) shows that the 
pucee Signed the order prepared in the hand of one of the 
Mecgwcal exaniners after the issuance of a certificate by 
Piesmedical exaniners. 

Simeemenc letter from the Chief Administrative 
Mriacer of San Francisco as to the enploynent of the 
mearca) exaniners by the San Francisco Superior Court 
Judges constituted the latest discovery of deninl of due 
process, appellant presented this as her first argunent 
Mame opening brief, page 10. 

Since the Decenber 20, 1939, judenent was an 
interlocutory order and since the June 14, 15, 1945, order 
was regularly made on a review of the jurisdictional 
facts, to-wit: the denial of due process, appellant 
presented the argument that the June 14, 15, 1945, order 
was the final order in the proceeding (a court having 
(uersdictiion to vacate its void orders, to-wit: the 
Decenber 20, 1939 interlocutory order) and the court had 
no jurisdiction to implenent the June 25, 1945, forged 
Brio abionsimto | court order or to make the Februany 1, 
1946 order. Appellant presented this as her second 
eeeument im the opening bricf at page ll. 
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Appellant in her argument III in the opening 
brief at page 12 showed that Attorney Andersen was not 
authorized in law to negate the June 14, 15, 1945, order 
Seemthat it was a forgery, since he did not sign it. 
Appellant also showed that the February 1, 1946, order 
was Penal Code Section 1203.4 non-applicable to a civil 
proceeding. 

Appeliant wm her Argument IV cited the case of 
Los Angeles v. Morgan, 105 CA 2d 726, showing that where 
mgmt Of jurisdiction appears on the face of the judgment 
Or is shown by evidence aliunde, in either case the 
(erent tS lor oll purposes a nullity and that ifits 
Mvarcy 1S apparcnt it may be vacated on motion at 
Say urne after entry. 

As shown by Exhibit "F" to this Brief (Reporter's 
Transcript, December 17, 1964 and January 14, 1965) the 
Wamp COure Stated that it had no jurisdiction to set 
eemoac tne order. The transcript shows that there was no 
appearence by the District Attorney, who was served 
(JR 31, 69). The augmenting of the record by this 
taomscreph Was approved by the District Court of Appeal 
em fpril 19, 1966. 

Appellant's Opening Brief was filed February 1, 
1966. The law is conclusive under the state of facts 
and appellant was entitled to immediate relief under 
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the arguments presented in her opening brief. Under 
Rule 17(b) appellant was entitled to decision on her 
brief alone. The District Attorney deliberately delayed 
filing for two nonths without any reasonable excuse and 
fPeesented a brief pleading laches and showing that it is 
mere practice Of the State Suprene Court and the District 
Severus Of /5oDeal in California to refuse relief fron 
Melfore & Institutions Code proceedings on a clain of 
werral of constitutional due process. 

Appellant's Reply Brief showed that the 
Respondent's Brief was unlawful under Governnent Code 
Section 26540 which prohibits the District Attorney fron 
memerae derense of a crine, to-wit: forgery and 
PsirecaL one ol public records as here involved, the 
Peper ecarryins: no stabute of limitations under Penal 
Code Section 799 and being a disqualification of Edmund 
Beem tO Serve as Governor of California. Additionally, 
menpellant, presented record~proof of denial of due 
process (pages 11-22) and proof that the June 25, 1945 
stipulation was a forgery (pages 23-29) and showed 
tie cone District Attorney is estopped to plead 
conclusive presumption and laches (pages 5-11) 

WmewCourt 196 asiced to take judicial novice 
that the publication of documents in the Respondents 
Brief constitute contempt of the February 1, 1946, order 
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memeumgere VOlrG in law, and appellant concludes that 
immieomner this reason that the District Attorney 
feemeyed 16 irom the file and to support his false 
Pemeemuron that the file was not sealed and that 
Pepeetmlineewoas fullty of laches. It was to counteract 
this that appellant secured an Order (CCP 1953.02) 
Tier he sExhnibat "E!' to this Brier. 

IG ILS “igo lee! akonweral volilctoy,  shiquentalicin; one aelare” (Gls 
icourt—judce disqualification factor here involved, 
iswenieadcaition to Welfare & Institutions Code Section 
5047 providing that the district attorney shall prepare 
the petition, (See Exhibit "B" page 1, this Brief) 
Governnent Code Section 26524 provides: 

Pebesmine for andwsreprescniting court, judges 

er coustaolc. Upon request of any judge of the 

Elpenior, Lunicipal or justice court or constable, 

Wie hetricy Acuorncy Shall appear for and 

heOmesem, one COuUrl or judge or constable if the 

Cclieewonr jude@c or =constaole im fis official 

Cae@eluy 1S & party defendant im any action. 
ineould appear that the forgery and falsification and 
Ugemenaorizea talking of documents has been induced as 
protective measures for the benefit of the court as 
Vee soe tne district attorney in this case. such 4 
situntion constitutes complete disqualification for 
interest under CCP 170 and 28 USC 455. 

iene (moma ppellanv s spcrsonnl Tanancra! 


Siruetwenssbased on 26 years of continuing losses, 
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micCLuGing, Lienvs; property, inheritances, age factors, 
prejudice, oli caused by the records and the financial 
iWesses, appellant filed motion in the District Court 
@eeusppeal based on Los. jneeles v. Morgan, supra, 

mer ouvancencnb and to augment the record, which were 
heard on April 19, 1966. The notion for advancevent was 
@emccd and the “otion to augtent wos granted only as to 
the Reporter's Transcript (Exhibit "F" this Brief). 
mopeliaqnvys then filed=a rotion for an cx parte order 
which the court denied. 

Comerii 2e,8t760, apoeliany fillec a Petrevon 
MmMenwncveval to the United States District Court, Action 
No. 45049, with an Affidavit of Projudice and requested 
the appointment of judges outside of the State of 
Saat Orni a. 

fie Uwe terltion for henoval, 1t wos staved thae 
iMecwialsitacd record Constitutes a hazard to appellant's 
intiey property and her capacity tomearn’a living and her 
jee deve make Gocoverics against Bank of America under 
herecreloyient contract under 12 USC which was protected 
ifueeabrcle I, scetlon 10, Clause 1 of the United States 
Ca eth oviten. iopellanty pleaded: 

Micmabetbe vo earn a living is a federally 
pPrewecren slgnc and one of the objects of 
Meneame so polutical Campaign is to place her- 
self in a situntion where she can best use her 
personal abilities, knowledge and experience for 
the public good, and for which she would receive 
Ppoyrent for services. 


= 


in her Lemnorandun filed May 9, 1966, appellant 
cited 28 USC 1443 and 42 USC 1983 (Waller v. Bank of 
Peerica, 268 F 2d 16; Cohen v. Norris, 300 F 2a 24) since 
iemvictdim discoverics of cxtrinsic fraud will permit 
mm@emrcOpening of Walker v. Bank of America, since the 
meerweclcoriy shows that the ects have been done under 
Pemongwor stave tai, which is the object of the falsified 
Pemiauyecterx”s Index to dcprive this appellant of her 
fovmmerieits anc property contra 18 USC 241 and 371, 
piomiauEtcrmnvolving appellant's capncity as a witness 
tomenmcot Mieccrica's National Bank Act violations which 
Pew basis for the forfeiture of its charter 
if the Comptroller of the Currency were complying with 
iMicmuat Waccormerne direction of «the President. 

28 uSC 1447(a) authorizes review by appeal in 
VamemcOuUrt Of /ippcals. 

Pibenniton 15 collca to Appeliant's applicaeron 
Gombmcguolify oil Judges etc., lodged herein on 


September 31, 1966. 
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ERRORS URGED 


ie tne law and rotion Court crred in denying appellant's 
mouloneunder CCP 1976. 


ow ine District Court of Appeal crred in denying motion 
Lon eccvencement. 


fee Colitornia Superior Court Jude@ecs, past or present, 
Moectmaer On State or fedcral benchcs are CCP 170 
Grcquatificd for interest by renson of being serploycers 
Ge vedical exaniners under the Welfarc & Institutions 
Code. 


#. As on ancestral Arerican, appollant's vested rights, 
So svaced in the Ordinance of 1707, are protccted 
Paminemunited Statce Constitutien by Art. Yi, Cl. 2, 
eioemercema. Vy Vi, AEV., Soc. Lwoand connot be alienated 
Gweaou by ner pecrs or the law of the land — her pecrs 
being only those jurists who have the same vested 
ttemes by reason of thc same ancestry and the law of 
Picmunmempcii= tac U. o. Constitution. 


Ss. AS an ancestral Arcrican, whose vested rights as 
@ucrecaia, have becn transsressed by the Staveuer 
favor ond its Aecnts in collusion with the 
Gimectorcs Of the {cdcraliy chartercd Bank of Aremica, 
by means of the unconstitutional statutc, to-wit: 

Sec. 5047, 5050, 5128 (Exh. "B" this Brief) of the 
welmoace co Mistitusions Code, to cirfect crimingel 
Comepmeccy cic per 16 USC Z4ljand 37), avpelllant vs 
Emaeticd Lo adetcrtinetion in the U. S. supreme Coust., 
Mincketmenct. LiL, eC. 1. Clie lie SOGy 2, Cl tang 2. 


Oe The practice of Californian Courts in cases where due 
process has beon denied (See Exh. "F" this Brief and 
Hespemcents Brich,) ih procecdings undcr Welfare & 
Maseicutwens Code, ig in violation of Article VI, 
and constitutes denial of equal protcction under 
Diememempc Vv, VL, XLVe, Sece 1 - and constituwtcsea 
Polidercsson. to petition foreremoval to the fedemal forur. 


7- Sec. 5047, 5050, 5128, Exhibit "B" this Brief, are 
uaeenstitutionnal, as aforcsaid. 
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i ide Vemeeand Totvion court had power and the duty 
femeetccr inc jurisdiction undcr CCP 1916, and the law of the 
Pec 1s conclusive and relicf to appellant was inmre@iatcly 
pyeailable. 
tiemlosiecs Ol Jurisdictron of a trial court ray be 
ieocemay ony tine or place where the Wack of juris- 
Ceatyon ODDCaAT Ss. 
Scmuleretnex Ve Sriith, 62 CA 2d 86, 144 P 2a 47 
CCP 1916. Fanner of impenching record. Any judicial 
meceme my OC Impcachcd by cvidence of a want of 
(eecmeryon in the court or judicial officer, or 
TwivsLen beuwoon the*partics, or of fraud“in the 
Payot torin: the record, in respect to the 
procecdings. 

Dppetlany cnae the Feauisitc showing of cxtrinsic 
meas food dcirecnsc, and frecedon from ne@ligcnee or 
POULT. 

Wiewipril 4, 1964 hetter from the Chier 
Administrative Officer (Appellants Opening Brief, Exh. "J") 
poumerne that the ricdical cxariners werc ci:ployees cf the 
Pudeecs Of the San Francisco Superior Court is conclusive 
mepee. | 70nd scqualification for interest. 

haloes cial court is a substantial righbeoi 
que process as held in Inland Steel Co. v. Nat'l Labor 
Poleeceme CON 7, LOY F 2d 9, 20; and the certificate 


by two physicians is devoid of due process elements as 


Sos 


mew 


in) oe CommeldyelSet 2d 304, 306, 111 Vt. 525, 


Pamiegictbea in Appendix "I" to the Opening Bricf. 


As shown in this bricf at page9, it was held 


in Denton v. Conn., Xy (1964) 383 SW 2a 681: 


Eame 2COUsecion Gt insonity acts is not proper 
Gaels for Classification and in a lumacy inquest 
mommecr of procecding, rude@s cf evidence and burden 
Cieeroe: Should te the sare as those in any 
Crimdmal r quasi=craitiinoal trial. 


iG wens remersi be crmmom to eadrit cvkdenctsef 
S@erorss Oy Ccrtvificate or affidavit as to mental 
Ceeetelon of dcfenaant in lunacy ingucst. 


Liewollewitee case is conclusive as’to this 


PeMesStUerllLes Cxpressy forbid persons vcrforring 
SOs hetenuMe tics [ree cetinaegehere they are 
iivemestca, such intercst, if subsequently shown, 
memeecrs Chic GCCHSLON woud. 

ctced FE) & Tree Com we—-Bormes (1911), 159 c 242 


Mewbecerber 20, 1937 order being an interlocutory 


Greer, the June 14, 15, 1945, order was 2 final order and 


Me Nol Sppealcd. This statcrent is supported by the 


fOlmwewl ng cascs: 


Maere gamevthing in nature of judicial action is 
BeCeeeary to tinal determination ci rights of 
bervuLes;, jutem=ent 1S iIntcerbecutory. 

Scarbery vs Patch (1959) 170 CA 2a 368 


igniecmecesstul party to action u«lias been prevented 
imc iil vsparmumcipaving tiercim, twerc has een 
Meee Qeversauy proceeding ond juderent is open 
Le a2vtvaemw au oany titic. 
Rogers v. Iulkey (1944) 63 CA 2a 567 
Heme Can be but one finel judgment in an setioen 
Mae taat is ome that in cffect ends suit in court 
in which it is entcred and finally deterrines rights 
Of See vmcs tn rel ition to ratter in controversy. 
laier Brewing Co. ve. Pac. Nat. Fire Ins. Co. (1961) 
1 Ce : 
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imerwabove arcunrcnts have been set out in 
Appellant's Opening Brief in Arguments I and II at pares 
feo tl xhibits "J" and "I" therein referred to. 

iwectmeee Seen that the Junc 25, 1945, stipuletion 
was not signed by appellant's attorney but by the deputy 
District Attorncy (JR 22) and is « forgery (Appollant's 
Pvemunes Braet Exhibit "G"). The namc of Anderson is 
Ptecpollea, and his representative told appellant he 
eed not Sign it. 


Peeve. settled rule of law that "the implied 
SUEnoriyy Of An attorney ordinarily does not extend 
to doing of acts which will result in the surrender 
meee UD any Substantial right of the clicnt... 
7 cis 897) 

Redsted v. Veness. 74 Cid 660, 663 


Pe omeca ced 18S an absolute nullity and imparts 
Maen recorded no notice to anyone. 


Leley v. Collins, 41 C 663 


meterence to Welfare & Institutions Code “Sec. 
Mego Fenal Code and other laws unnffected" shows that 
Penal Code Section 1203.4 was non-applicable: 


Mere lse be applied -s 1t is written anc it cannot 
Bemextenced by judicial interpretation. 


Chapman v. Ageele (1941) 47 CA 2a 848 
Meo minmeere TOlLoOwin= case 1S conclusive: 


Pemeorten Gcuvving Qoicce the order vacating the 
jiecmenuawould in effect be a reversal of an 
adjudicated issuc.e..In Holton v. Greif, 144 Cal. 
bein S24, ene Court said: Ine decisions of this 
Ceurg are nurcrous and wnifort: to the effect that a 
i@cereme os order oncc regularly cntexmed can be 
reviewed and set aside only in the modes prescribed 
iSyercieerLuve. .. *' 


Hoaioiiviewsuperior Court, 33 CA 2d 48 


The above arc cited at page 12, Opening Brief. 
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Again as shown, Los Anmeles v. Uorgan, is 
conclusive in this case (105 CA 2d 726): 


Bie vnesimveladity of 2 judement is apparent on 
PielecrLom Of Ue jJucrr cnt or judms-ent roll, the 
(ieMwewe May be vacated on motion at any tine after 
its entry. (Peo. v. Greenc, 74 Cal. 400) 


Uieeter tho want of jurisdiction appenrs on the facc 

Ce oeoe Sud eiremt or is shown by evidence sliunde, 

PMmemeneeecarsce tic judzecnt is for all purposes 2 

nullity - past, present and future. (Hill v. City 

fb cee. Coe, 77 C 18d). Nothing can be acquired or 

Meas oy 10, 1 neither bestows nor extinguishes any 

[fwedeeaet © Neither binds nor bars anyore®. All 

Seow eetiom cd under it and all claims flowing out of 

mime ro vOlde..NO action upon the part of the 

eetigiin~eaO tayction wpon the part of the defendant, 

PomeceulL bias Equity im the hands of third persons, no 

PevemercciGdine in any leosisilative or other department 

Sieeovern ent can invest it with any of the elenents 

of power or of vitality. (1 Freenan on Judgrents;, 

Bem coe, ccc. 322 pp. 643-644) 

emcee, vic Court erred. Tne error was’ deliberate, 

meeshiown in Exhibit "F" to this brief, being a2 refusal 
Memeppry the taw. The reason is obvious. Judge Joscph 
moemecie1s 111 other Judges of Superior Courts in California 
eee en 70 dvsquolified for interest, and in his case he 
is disquolified under 28 USC 455 having been an Assistant 
Maaced Stetes Attorney representing J. E. Hoover, Director 
@e tie Federal Bureau of Investigation, named as o defendnat 
mi San Francisco Superior Court Action Wo. 383580. His 
prejudice is shown in his comments concerning the Governor 
Sec invelved parties Belli ard Maloney, and his atterpts 
femgctean tiis appellant 2s to writing letters. 


oe LEG - 


D Under the law of the casc, which was obvious, 
Memes incubent upon the District Court of Appeal to 
advanee the hearing, in view of the scriousness of the 
meever tO this appellant's welfere, ina situction 
me olving the crime of forgery and falsification of 
meee records constituting a hazard to appellant's civil 
Sma Droperty rights as alleged and shown in the record 
ietore the Court. Tne Respondent's Bricf shows that the 
Mmeerie, “tvCornecy on pase 2 adnitted the fact of the 
June 14, 15, 1945, order. Also, the brief shows that the 
PPourict Attorney made no defense to the CCP 170 
@fequalification issuc or to any of the contentions in 
iment advocated above, which are conclusive of the law of 
fiemease. Olnee the matter was one to be settled on 
Pio on ap plrecavion of the appellant, appellant was 
meerore: tO irmeédinte hearing for the protection of her 
Peeeeand property rights, when the court was on notice 
@ietesne WOS in jeopardy because of the continuance of the 
me Memon. “hen the court foiled to act as requested 
Meme preliont, sue nad a right to reitoval to the federal 
Mort, in a Situation where the case~history and this 
Menweat to advance and where the District Attorney presented 
eeomlef Saowing cases in which relief was denied under 
felfore & Institutions Cascs where judgment had been issued 
in a situation where due process was denicd. 

The opuieus conclusion is' the CCP 170 
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Seguolitzeation for interest as applicable te past and 
mmesenty oupCrior Court Judges, the Justices of Division III 
mati been so involved as employers of medical examiners 
Oem, the Viclfare & Institutions Codec, and further as 
@mmens in Appellant's Applicetion To Disqualify All 
Meees, CbC., particularly Section II thereof entitlecé¢ 
meeomeourtJudfo Disqualification Factor cxtends to Justices 
Pemeetewoaliiornian District Court of Appeal" which is 
meecrporaved herein by reference. 

pocwlontl pornts out that she did notoashk Governor 
mien Brown, as District Attorney, to cormit a crime but 
Memeaded that he clear the record, and she had no knotzledge 
femeweontacl thot hc vas associated with minority eroups 
Bose invercsts are contrary to those of this appellant 
mi tae Notional scene, to-wit: he is opposed to thc 


Mmeverectus Of ancestral Americans as this appellant. 


be iiemuscme of CCP 170 Court-Judge disqualification 
Ms cupraced in Argument I, Opening Brief, page 10, and 
hereinabeve, as well as in Appellant's Application to 
Deecuolityecal) Judees as ctc. as hercinabcve referred to, 


Mmrmrciie ts incorporated by refcrencc. 


Wy pppeulaat’s ancestral rights are set our av 


poees 1-2 of this Bricf in provisions of the Ordinance 


~42.. 


@ee7e7 and in Exhibit "L" of the Opening Brief. Article 
mieeclause 2 is cited at page 3, Ancndment Vis cited at 
Page GO, With Anendment XIV, Section 1, and Arendnent VI 


Mme cited at page 9. 


ie Pppeliany's ancestral rights under Article Til 


fe sct out at page 4. 


0) 


6. Unie ssespondents Brief and Exhibit "I" and Exhibit 
mum ye proot of the fact that it is the practice to refuse 
Meteor in equity in the California Courts with svecific 
Pererence to Welfare & Institutions Codec Cases, which 
Peeebreives denial of equal protection, and which is available 
in the federal courts, as shown at pages 5-6. 
ie seield. in Colgan Ve Footal Telegrann, 

cited at page 6 (DC Del. (1943) 52 F Supp 763: 

Mmireco constitutional rights are involved, it is “he 

Stinywotstccderal courts to secure their protection 


Ewmeme enough Stace courts may foil to do so in 
Smeloezous Situations. 


is Memimdtented, provisions of Sec. 5047, 5050, 526, 
Peaepet "Se" this brief, are unconstitutional, being in 
mmolotion of Article VI, Cl. 2, and Arendments V, VI, XIV; 
Mec. Vyeadi as oforesnid in this Brief and hereinabove in 
fats section IV. Hence the proceedings in this case are 
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THE CONTINUANCE 
OF “Tis 
DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS 
Tit THE WALKG@R CASE 
UNDER COLOR OF STATE LA‘ 
CONSTITUINS CONSPIRACY 
UNDER 


Se eS 


Eorore sjudeine the court and the judecs 
mileeepmoevine thc accusation as made, 

Vee Wee first cCxamine into the facts 
pmeeetnen consider the aspects of law 
femuowurtcometronal Specifications 
tmeer cour Constitutions and statutes, 
Mo prove the truth of our findings 
Merete civil procceding in cucestion. 


imei proccecding 1s a° matter of law, 
Peomiunecimoccs 5, Constitution Art. VI, 
Mijemouoer Or Court has jurisdiction. 

Pa sec. 5128 of I Code states -- 
Meoaveurral shall be as in civil causes, 
Pae@mesecwmooOlO.> of “Il Code states =- 
Solow erue. ital civil proccedings, 
Ciwrequear, tie procecdings shall cease. 


Soucy weet sdiclion ur scr stabutc bem 
fimecmened sit lLepLalative SDECITICS, 
Mcesocw 1717 of CP Code states -- 
iia GeiirisdiCuLeon tO Sustain a record 
iver Imecluac cause, parbics and things, 
Pra sec. 1916 of CP Code states -- 
Peuer cial record may be impcachcd 
Sea showing of Tailed jurisdiction. 


Judge-qualification under statute law 
iewoetanced an legislative specifics, 
Pridesee. 170 of CP Code statcs -- 

No judge shall preside in a proceeding 
iieninel He Ao8an interested party 
fgay OM findwme that such is the casc, 
liesdarecteds to file 4 casc memorandun, 
setting forth his disqualification. 


ike 
EXHIBIT "A" 
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CoOlmp—-pVocceure under statute Law 

ts a judgc=mandate on a check-point basis, 
Paice ce done oO: MCP Cede statés --= 
Mieweoure must follow the statute words 
Dmemourveacdi tions. omissions, or changes, 
Premeece 1o5° of CP Code sitatcs ~- 
iMicwlecrslabtivesintcnt ise controlling, 
Come ourmrant with intentions of partics. 


farempelrecatton Of COUrlL jurisdiction 
fimoeperacnt C1 Constitution provisions 
Pomeowe Drocess @nd cqual proteetion 
PiGeiicm tne SpcCecitics of Statutcc laws 
Cemeravenc Fiphts that are suarantecd, 
Pieperiece sr bNbe Specifics must yicld 
Homme weconSlLivuuilonal! law Limitations 
Homprovce, Civil risnAts of the partics. 


ities wac Sworn judicial duty of judecs, 
Pesaeriiced in their own Code of #thics ~~ 
Homsuveort Constitutions and Laws 
PHemowsce ve Tinhtavrons and suarPAantccs, 
Momepsvamd from personal participation 
ihieascLers involving their interest, 

Pm weConuly macertalin facts and lay, 
And to administcr law with intcerity. 


ies tle Sunuuveory duLy of atlLorncys, 
pomeerimed Tiy Legistavive specifics 
Yemeectwout in coc. COG of EP Code -= 
iemsipoory Constitutions and laws, 
Memnialmvain only acvions Meeally just, 
Heme oLcceDy bie truth in proceedings, 

To defend clients against charges made, 
And to keep inviolate clicnt-confidence. 


While the written law intends protection, 
Migwlay agape avlon dcnics protection, 
And under provisions of WI Code -- 

We have a so-called civil procecding, 
ULGhed@eprivatvonowoL & crime procecding, 
Without the protections of crinc-law, 
Pages soe besis ror whiel, eharges made, 
ipeoved=a0 * trial, mean lifc™rurnevion. 


Be 


Cmeieur mobvice, court=<decreed iliness 
Geuscs®imprisonment amd crimc-records, 
Tice cavhiae OL Dropertys without consent, 
Desrmrueka om by Law of the lifeeforees, 
And life-time damage to one's reputation. 
eed, aiter whe Moss has bécn suffered, 
Climcials conspire to ovoid Liability 
Pema wSO TOM VELIiate Veeal retricvement. 


Pace dOvwmvo LAG Case at issuc == 


me ocuciel! Bainplay'; the cssence of law, 
Remused) byMjurests Gn forenost decisions. 
piGeyec tl, wus case preweoutwofl deception. 
iemcmemocr thc dante, Deecnber 19, 1939. 
icy vO ef if. Hosa tal for one reason, 
toe send I woule, vo ask about insulin, 
Peenecomsime CGanecr, I dcmandcd to leave, 
Poa, «Ulead, «= Vias served with a Petition. 


On reading the Petition, I made demands 
Nemec renounced LTO eave the place at once, 
W@mseCMan svCrncy So provect ny Tirhts, 
And I demanded attention to my demands, 
And, instead of responding to my demands, 
Pom Vne@r own protection mas well as mine, 
liedics pawed and doped and insultcd me, 
hime ued Me vO a maueress on the floor. 


ite next Gayman atcoraiey talicd with ame, 
Ange promised temect me a tral byejury. 
EL OlmIcCaring, 16 tithesscd Afsaanst me, 
ima over all my objections and demands, 
iMiommcdi cad cxeaminers signed a certificate, 
The judge signed an intcrlocutory judgement, 
MIMeOwimiem jury trial in 5 days on demand, 
Pea next morning, Lwas talccn to Stockton. 


Bet ores leaving, soing,caftcr erriving;, 
ie dtrige the next year of ny lifes 

1 continued demanding my legal rights 

In every way I could possibly think of, 
Screaning my demands into day and night, 
Until finally someone heard and acted -- 
fea ourciae tola the superintendent 
lemverenewan acvorney, or clsc he would. 


Oe 


PU TECoGe csc becifics vere ignored == 
Here ilon Of proceedings on objection: 
Powitiawnomwe lO we proved On Civil trial; 
Eresc@itaelon of Petition by the D. A., 
Eaceen Om pre-immvestifation of facts? 
Pe@res "exo llmetion before certification; 
Caomer-aeppoinuiicnt of a défense attorney; 
(iyence=stavus, Ncarime, jury, trial. 


Miemlavcrilulave was unc first 5 days. 

All demands should have been honorcd. 

gem ee. caould havc deternincd facts. 
Pemlea me Cacti nation siould have be@én madc. 
ecm Wehense shculd have becn planned 
PW er Nsnee=Status Foccually determincds 
Peet cies, Clitiexcd with trial by jury. 
rma oueeCm ron choula have hoecded denoands. 


ime court's CCP 170 disqualification 

Was brought to attention April 14, 1964, 
Bye letvtvem of the Chict Administrator, 
Leamisanm that Judges of the Superior Court 
WererG iployers “of the ricdical cxaniners, 
Mrcemekine the judges intcrésted partics, 
pieces Court Judgieny was made in weliance 
Usem their ‘expert-witnoss'! certificate. 


Tho attorney's BPC 6068 violation, 
Pomeavcd the Truene to counscl end dei cisc. 
We were Young Republican state directors. 
Me reeerd shows the attorney atv witmesss 
Hemwacvicce Stockton hc scrvcd AS attorney, 
meen itrea "inturoatineg the procecdinges, 
imuen m had consulted hit as an attorney 
Mpome aiipwooprvevics of "A state politician. 


THe medical exaniners violated WIC 5055, 

In not malcinge pcrsonel Cxemination 
(Secwbecie to determine ecrtification. 
Miewrecora shows thcirvreliance upon 
iveweventcordad Hospital recommendation 

Opes 4th year student and lst year interne, 
im opposition to a lst ycar resident, 

And overriding a rating of 140 IQ. 


LL 


Mem@er-aereriinacion of finance-status -- 
ineg@ebamtiord Deccrber 18, 1939, report: 
UVeem@iemerrca vin Ss F. H. to Stockton" 

Por teel of 9200. to pay for Geweelrs -- 
Vilolj ted emy Twente to Yorlaien*s Cempensation 
Ea-camonm@le Years Sank of finerica service, 
orm umm co the saximun suri of @6,000., 
Peoweacpendency Sipport for iy mother. 


Niemen tCumebormey's WC 5127 violation, 
Cuneravinige tic civil rights dcorivation, 
iienoOMme mero ul Toc p-Ce cirri na ten, 
Ereemuded! presentnent of the rebition 
POrsurip 2 girl uUnWeniully %f civil rights 
Simomoesinc Cf Chimetes [alscly propounded, 

by erecord—Sheminz towmailece texpaycrs pay, 
ivieeseime: Worlmdien's Corpensation Insurance. 


iacmolocrior Court's MIC 5050.6 vaolationy 
imjmpacekecumair tieecheec-—poinu Drocedurc, 
eeu by fay for Constitution protection, 
@Gausco the @€reation of unbawiul records, 
Basce eon filing an Inverlocutory Judsmecnt, 
Bead ipten by thew Court medical cxamincr, 
(item wes kept banking erines concealed 
Podmcaeor, ved me Of Oropecrty for 25 years. 


iemmecoromor Jiywoanli-carcer crpoloyne1l 
From October, 1928, to January 23, 1940, 
Showed that T was an AIB honor-graduatc, 
Enplemed bt 2 salory sf Gi)0e per tiontn, 
Because of national bank discrimination 
Against wonen--who left to get narricd, 
LeemmneCémmino am LMlbOrsguage Comi@rce entity, 
On a salery-profit bank-carnings basis. 


Waille Bank of Ancrica was cllaining to be 
Pelremee iorice Corporation subsidiary, 
ipo cean tact, andsuniimown to me then, 
Wieaeeaticri Ges undeér—-cover cntrepreneur, 
Engaged in National Benk Act wiolations, 
Wivmeeecreatcd ai [C Sec. 332 Situation, 
Vitiating Worknens Compensation Insurance 
Gareicea im Transancrica for concealment. 
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Pee cedey are rulti-nillions of dollars 

ie Gemores to "€itizens of statc aendenction 
Metraveed by the bank's “NBA violations -- 
For over-5-year-realty-holding profits 
mes (So be-revenrcions of mvweéral ‘Tigiits, 
for coiling 100% joint stoclts for 60%, 

hex CHpesi we im inverstave Loan=financing, 
Oe using federal furkis for speculations. 


Majeeeoe's Charter ia 12 USC $3 fOrfcit, 
Hence, continuance dependent on silence. 
i wene@ercemorrely about thc @>ornalscr, 

Mo ves overlcaned on Lavid and sheen, 

Pao wes pecssurcd into av bank holdup, 
yee on LemwamnreSst, “Towumd hanecdein jail, 
beevine behind hin 2 wife and two boys -- 
Reo vesllmony coum Ninvc Maree the Denk. 


Was 1 woo We Veictim of silence @cquired -- 
Patras could Neve Drokenwell silence. 
Pence, ~y §7re mea to be Nisconstrued. 

Me annd ys, a°tepislatcr'’s ofgan-popping -~ 
ie Welly srospected radio prograr, 
DesWened by ric te show people the way 

HOM sorve Sroblcis=then being created 

py Wilewiwl practice im bank finance. 


In July, 1939, it was stated in the news 
iiae B-nsarerica wes™plohving 2 suit 
Wor keep ean Gata secret from the SEC. 
fil Bank ciployees wanted investigation, 
Medel ved@naised SEC of lmnown Violations, 
"ih tie idea of getting then stopped. 
“cw Dri bed SBeeattorneys*revorted it. 
tl @ae fPoereed “to resign October 23, 1939. 


Meo orevedels saveeme an alvernative, 

Miey meuld™al low ric’ to resin for rliness 
Often wy saleyeto contiynte 6 nonths, 

Gr €lse bie ball tre from all cnployrent. 
Although stunned almost to paralysis, 
incom £ had deme the right thine, 

And when D left the bank in October, 

SHC M@eariners were checking alttcred books. 
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I .ias rebellious over what had occurred 
‘Ci ietevcoiws Ol incessant typine, 
Pile ievried ToOomointain my coriposure 
Uae wecoula tT leurc out what to do. 
Page iiveroerence With my radio progRan, 
Cmcea by otticials talking acainst it% 
Pdeemssi paved ali ny promised support, 
Buuelwsepy on talking Tiy voicc lessons. 


Onmesalary-lcave to January 23, 1940, 
Dvemmvovlienu tusurance not yet available, 
Peete mooereclnlt Tor Anouicr pesit1on, 
Bier ouma wine work Of Uyping= lipossible, 
Miameciae COO Worried LO Cn}oy vacation, 
Peeve amie La Givery, ty attention 
Pmecocta sin verese, CONSistCntly spolled 
By eoversexcd tacbics Of tcnnis Society. 


ie Mors Mistakes tn a soment are wade, 

fa exhaustion, 1 accepted suggestion 
(SmZeminLO oLantord [or 2 Couple of Weel(s, 
Uiegem ee enecctoa, tO Counsel on problers. 
Pyetanily physician and his associate, 
PmpCmmie club PeOTiber, i active conspiracy, 
Moms tewleht 2 tOuyer kept secret from me, 
Peraneen For the medical recommendation. 


igemoaraticord Stay mas © tedical horror, 
MbpENOMbN psychiatric beneiit of any kind, 
MEVieconstoms, bOombardvent of qucstions, 
Recorded with untrue answers and comments, 
PomeelicGepuUrvposecG Of Aldine conspiracy, 
Pommeroooundine [ase “edicol report, 
HemrneiconDy fraud my dependent movuncr, 
Miivowcromine tic peuvition for court. 


When Stanford denanded 200. for 6 weeks, 
Mieemugzivye tO 1ree State hospital carc; 
iyeeouner Consulted an attorney I knew, 
Who wrote a scandalous noticc of illness, 
(MGeeecim@ee rnc banc ver im need for™)200., 
Winmiecwwontucpols promptly by phone refused 
Concealing by denial my compensation right 
And approving free statc hospital “care. 


Ve 


~e "y 


tie 


(Mem wocivel as Veor, | screamed for nights. 
iS veswpeauca, ducked, wrapped, strapped, 
Wooten arn baclis. put in cold roores: 
liy finger-prints teken for FBI records; 
Meer ms Gereanded tor free-scx induleence, 
Seve sonly by Choreats to refuece doctors: 
Pajected with insulin, reducing blood-sugar 
Rome nmee=hcVvel., from tiieh [ still suffer. 


Pee mole OuESIaC=—iy Tother was evicted, 
Mincas yy broticr did not pay the rent, 
Pauw sur ture Stored in 4 bascnent: 
Pt soma ratonshi > TNSticvuccd in Court, 
Plegetu Nearing, tO Save sterilization, 
ene wrerney FomVcocus Uoling lnsurance 
ie eds Ol Natt brobncr, cnding regard, 
Pa Onder Scliine reslty tor food, qel00. 


Pee Orie lito the Morrors of Stocizton —-— 
[erecprsetricnd ter cam Jose High Schocl, 
Puc mvold iC o2bonm her baby just born, 
Mngeienm two Otlmer sweet little children. 
She worried because the doctors told her 
Pioteuiey sormcday would De locl-ed up too. 
imeeoromdecr Taku tae Goctors wore cragy. 
ieee ye Soc sothecrcd thci te save then. 


Freed from Stcckton December 6, 1940, 

[I eeeweele, Sick, and augry beyond words -- 
Empecrinenval insulin, tic blacknrail price 
Neoweteo jy Dody away fTrom the avtul place. 
ly weight was down from 145 to 105 pounds, 
Padmsvocenci—-Cralips Gai lied Ouvbled 1e.0VeY » 
Sap lcavide, | was cajolca end threatcned 
Eve oS GeCrcriviacd Go fight foreright: 


Mmcielevwicn: insurance had then expired, 
PUGS onfrered 2 job doing typing -- 

I refused social-worker honce-refuge, 

Pom OO. & Weel: from Community Chest. 

Mma ieomolcchnascass portable typewriter 
Pmdencoue tne Svory yet fresh in my rind. 
ietcienced Manestigation by officials 
G@iecounty, State, nation =- all refused. 
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i them used the report to denand release 
PeomuMe  ouoe«bon Hospital Superintendent, 
me violoved aw in ignoring my dénands, 
Being restored to capacity April 23, 1941 
Euler coury ii) LN cuardianship action. 
BvGeyedoay baougph iti, I kept on working, 
pas Convimuca denands for legal redress 
Bei@e, Leruseu eCviLdOnee access and actien. 


ine oy2, ©€ worked for the cx=president 
Cmerdcmoenic, Who ©cCcormicndcad no highly; 
PiimuGewc no DlLOsropnical scries for U. Cc. 
ifiedet3, Dr. Wilbur gave me a scholarship 
fumotarrord, where £ staycd 6 months --= 
Melcovncre refusing his picther allotment, 
Meielt=breuner Givyorting funds duc mes 
Pmiverveard, ( Went anmbo publicity work. 


tee Condidave Brown rade 11C a promisc, 
ieee were clccped, he would investipate. 
Pian tC ClLeGil on, Oo facts oresented, 
freebies, Wwe retusca to take any oction. 
imooe tO tie Superinvcndent at Stociton, 
Meorccniecd my attorney nd trial denands, 
ieermeocdea Meyapaper ad, withoul finding, 
Mesa wie had cenanded actorncy for me. 


ieciemertlcae. Claim against the State 
femoacraicnto, with the Board of Control, 
Paamom Attorney Gencral'’s opinion denied, 
Wmeuae Oasis Of the Meltlcr of attorncy, 
Weomctaced hetwas attorncy in proceedings, 
Promunoy the hospital promptly responded 
Prac tac the S-days demand under Wi 5125 
piouleamilega lly have been made by attorney. 


igemeoatdwes Control ra@e an admission, 
iiewiocclual record snowed my demands 
Miiecumingetie ycar I was held Sy then, 
Proving the hospital statenents untruc. 
Heormmewidenee, | was given the records 
ieldeto ger on attorney and go to court, 
Medegeu cn order seytingwthe record side, 
Mace ticn they would settle my clain. 


ve 


*psepra aril bt eT Baie | 


imei 'ramcisco, I cheagecd an attorney, 
(peidenwlac menwas tn bic cneny's carn, 
Peete, eamovamrord 11cdical staff mcnber, 
mac Wey abeorney for the People's Vorld, 
Wine, GCeronccad an accuscd—-Conunist woren, 
Mpomiese trs.' 2 nane, and whose record 
ice clMGOnl used with my fimecrprints -- 
oveimisarrcd ham from being my attomnmey. 


if eeoscuringsU. Ne. Confcrcence tine, 

Mom aos Dulce t for Oo. F. Unit, AIVS. 
Worionteead VOrii ted pelLrtion werc filec, 
Srmeuce wcoccss Genial vording jurisdiction, 
Pmaethe Court issued order, June 15, 1945, 
MMMM aveoCoome tae Oripinal record. 
(Men tic Avborney adviscd it was cancelled, 
Mews esurorlsed but me promised rehearing. 


Beoind ry back ond without my *knowlcdgc, 
Mmeovioluatlon was tiled Ll days Inter, 

Pao osae 1Nto Court order, June 25, 1945, 
EeCubiMas oSidc vie order of June 14, 1945, 
Pee marco On PD. A. Ecdrind srown'’s paper, 
Sugneca sim cic Mandwriting of a deputy, 
Mijowsrenecd the Name of my attorney's firn, 
Umoutmorized cither by me or by the law. 


Peritton=-denial on Septemper 12, 1945, 
Resultedsin Grand Jury hcering in October, 
ice le . Del” ordceed Lo clear recorce. 
(ewe Ge oe? Made an oltcrnative proposal. 
PemecetGie VOULGC tii me with Jitipati on, 
tues wliercleoascd vine involved parties, 

EU ard, Me vould cxpunec the records 
feeeesucporr a 10,000. claim bill, for ne. 


Emucence scemed to denand my acccptance, 
[enl mew scmoport, could win the claim bill 
Pieceecnho mova, would recstablish me, 

Pace  COUlLGsiael ¢o on to other things. 
ieetenca bic #eleasc on January 30, 1946, 
acme munrormie,y and D. A. the suipulaticon, 
And Court Order issued on February 1, 1946, 
Setting eside and cxpunging the record. 
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(er taAreer = ol days, L was upsct to see 
Mecmeminenecrb. Cacn's Chronicle @olunmn 
Gjeav the District Attorncy, Edmund Brown 
Pima viene lia; railroading attorney, 
Were closely involved as personal friends. 
Meare) 2nd =— Belli reversing dccisions, 
Merch 5b -= Announcing Belli handling 
ie encoublican DITA. Pat Brown campaigns 


Ppueomee, £§ Sought cilcarance of records 
apa ceplos OL “bie CxDUM@e icht order. 
Mier ources CoOpolyins, Cmecptl the PBI, 
Moc reiuscd fingerprinmes surrendcr, 
bee Congressman Havenner's ooje@ctions 
meveooured nanic-coniusion as mentioned 
And Mr. Hoover apologized June 6, 1946 
And fingerprint records were released. 


Pageemrec, £ beeen worl on the clain bill, 
Eeoras told tiie release would prevent it. 
ee Dee 8.'s office on January 11, 1947, 
Cavewne 2 LCctvcor Stemine that thee release 
Pidenot Include the@ovace of Callfornia, 
ios cloaring vie way for Mnvroduction, 
And pendency of the bill was announced 

in mero Caen's cclurm January 28, 1947. 


Surbe interesting the fact, the attorney, 
Yho handled the guardianship proceeding, 
Pomomemeouce! beco vorla cns Compensavron, 
Crmicrines my prowerty mol for re but ests 
CreunleveuL proceedings im Superior Court, 
Wrote Board of Control on August 1, 1947, 
Cocoemiew tor himselir and Bank of America 
peoroval of hy claim bid for losses. 


Miimes Francisco, 1 cngagzed "ain attorney, 
Not knowing he was in the enemy's canp, 

A wife's cousin of claimn-opposing attorney; 
Perr renad ot 'torged stipulation’ deputy, 
Meroe iovent Of ease referrals of D. A. 

And "0,000. Cap omEronepoml tiClLan Involved, 
Pes firm opposing my fother=support case ~- 
Which barred hin from being ny attorney. 


Abdu 


ni ger Weer ives held in the tesisleture,; 
paiva Code Stitiened for protection, 

And 32,500. suggested for 10,000. promised, 
Amended claim was filed on July 2, 1948, 
Preereeirectyoa@™ol the Mivolved polivician, 
Mime eas cut to 92,000. on August 18, 1948, 
Peanwomrauroricy's failure to attend hearing, 
lies ey to Bank=of=Aricrita-salary, i1,4440. 


Cn Ueernine £ would not reccive 510,000., 
iecbor veces Trechcckine my case situetion, 
pest iret lcarned ny movli@ér had attcripted 
io Clasi Vorecens Cornpcnsation for ne 
PeGmeagty Olver NOuncCC Of ilincss given, 
mie bani conccaled Gristence of right 

pe wmulhicke the vender of medical cane 
Men ceouplish SW#enimes cf court petition. 


frou the relense CC 1266S Unihwrul, 
Roc acmimsk tic polliey of the law 
Hei woe ce sSeckimc LO avoid Liability 
forsacts Oo: fraud =and wailful injury 
ieorceomanc relessc {rom partics injurea. 
PeuelIas Unoreparca for denrand—d chim 
Por itliness novice and bank refusal, 
iyeowe mney, oFlte Bar, suDrecme Court. 


immed 26 cololeint on Jenuary 26, 1949 
ioe iemoupeticr Coury 2b Sen Franci sce 
For malicious prosecution under WI 5047, 
RoOvestineg bac Court Lo apvoint attorncy, 
Bieerecgiics:  Ienoreq ome denurrers upheld, 
Piece eMOnNtNS of Gelay wAalting decision 

Wa tive VAC procecdings then still pending, 
Merwper iyeeravement of February 26, 1951. 


I went to Probate Court on larch 4, 1949, 
Denanding, the notice and bank refusal, 

But Attorney Brouillet denied facts stated, 
Boricine iy object to Suc Bank of Mierica, 
Pug ome Attorney schiliing, there present, 
Took ny papers from the court with hin, 

And the judee threatened ne with contempt, 
fle cene into Court again on the matter. 
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My ACeappiication filed December 6, 1948, 
Clamine concecalrent tolled linitations, 
Against Transamerica ond Bank was dcfended 
Byenetenord Accident & Inudcmnity Conpany 
And State Compensation Insurance Fund, 
Maren oy pDicading statute of linitaticns 
eccured denial of Commission June 11, 1950, 
Pode lrstrre,, o8ercme Court Pctitions. 


Emoullmet cCstate attorneys delivercd 
iiimeasemouree, cefusal, on Novenber 9, 1953, 
Pea tea opeeled to Conercssman lailliard, 

liiemi mee eddtecd Hk 7650 on January 27, 1954, 
fn Fel contusion, lreard on lay 19, 1954, 
Mitch was Supported by Congpressian Rurdictk, 
Burrs aenmed by Judiciary Subcornittce, 
Cieeeormmecy ecencrai's claii1 of no injury. 


Wellser vy. Baw ot Anerica, 268 F 2d 16, 
Phiote ie listricte Court, October 25, 1955, 
Paced, On Tecclpy cl thc Broulllet facts, 

We cisiiesea by Court on Janucry 26, 1958, 
PG wemGemi ts, ouom~cie COuUrt Petitions denied, 
Under 28 USC 1348, which by law deerned 

Pear Eona) bani vo have state citizenship, 
haolrilure GO Stave 2 federnl clain. 


ii PAOMCOxoloimuy filed June 30, 1756, 
eomcopeci erie Conperoller or the Currency 
Memerccoll the charter of Bank of America, 
Gomedcepocic co: 2 USC NBA violations, 
Wider see. 2, lauiul accion lititation, 
Dadereoee. 75, Charter-foricit provision, 
fae cenlca by Judse Pine November 3, 1958, 
Maren. Cemprrollcr'’s action discretionary. 


ienjnewnon coploaint of December 15, 1958, 
Por cillenee under February 1, 1946, order, 
hes iccd wapcisiissal on filed objections 
By state-fedcral-nedical-bar attorncys, 
Cmeerouneds © wes met federally entitied 
Under the expungement order in question, 
M@rd JSWC still comtinues Rule 57 notion 
For showing original proceeding invalid. 
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ie mouececcd umes reopened on certification 
By the liedical Director on iarch 13, 1961 
Of 30% disability from chronic residuals 

Se eepiyctcal natire couscd by typing worl, 
Boo otemce finding on August 22, 1961, 
MMC NeCwecaLChvLons 2S stated were truc 
Paaeudee DIVsical compslaints in question 
Merc Caused by bank cnployment, 1928-1939. 


Meee tee btc Ciscovery on April 25, 1961, 
ieee eval sOr VANICrICN, actual crployer, 
Poem. Cl sion oulLy ON Ssalary—prolit basis, 
ieee oe Vivlating Compensation insurance. 
Bue the Referec denicd reconsideration 
BOmmiucisdicvilon cx oired on June 1h, 1950, 
And reconsideration precluded by LC 5804, 
Desurreu, sUupronc Court Potitions denied. 


Mimerdo. wo gucliiy for federal injunevien, 
ior OCSecOULeG ai acuron ati Superior Court, 
Pecmeeicroin discoverco on lay 5, 1964, 
femeee==stioulavicn-order o:1 June 25, 1945, 
And expuneenent unrecorded, on Kay 10, 1964, 
Plevwge record-volidity of Unlawful order 
Bpemecidc by final crder of June 14, 1945, 
emer py DO. f,'s forcery on June 25, 1945. 


Pps Cours proceedings im question, 


aS 
Powe rom Of Certit iced copies secured, 
Rimovea June 25, 1945, stipulation a forgery 
PVuie soo Proancisco District AtTtorncy, 
Pde etill jater on December 29, 1964, 
imamecoverca tne County Clemc's Index, 
Bm Cxpbnecicny PC 1203.4 authorized 
ieee > NomeselieablC EO civil procecdings. 


Vemiincae (a¢or,n 260 2d 16, disapprceved 
CMmeivirienvasissue by Gtn Circuit Court 
Im the Cowen v. Norris case, 300 F 2a 24, 
[ime servos mocqc of the Valier case 
Miler es Giestailume to clain rights denied 
him@erwcoter Of stuetc lair'y, as required -- 
Some ciwLle tr yeartoliaeon exurinsie fraud 

By me discovered on Decerber 29, 1964. 
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NiemorOploli en, superior Covrt adriission 
And CCP 1916 voidance for non-jurisdiction 
Oper’ giagl Vecember 20, 1939, proceedings, 
Inplenenting the June 14, 1945, order, 
Annulling December 20, 1939, proceedings, 
When under CCF 963 became a final order -- 
ireevine 25, L9+5, D. A.-Court ‘forgery’, 
Being subject to PC 799 felony prosccution. 


Magred: ~scpte ber 23, 1964 
Someranmeisco, California 


CLAUDIA WALKER 
Coovttens CLAUDIA WALLER 1965 


Merona 1s hereby made upen Che San lranciseo Crand 
iiaor om indicunecnt For crittinal prosecution of officials 
Mmmolved in the June 25, 1945, ‘'forgery', ond their 
Peow-conspirators, as allowed under PC 799. 


Wowmemcecunicnt will be filed forthwith as Sxhibivy "A" 
Weameraerdeacnai1 to Petition for Writ of Prohibition filed 
tomeeaie United States Supreme Court, Washington, D. ©. to 
Geet alhiry Judges of the San Francisco Superior Court from 
Ppesteine 1m procecdings involvines this situation. 


eelereplon Of SCrVICC : 

This document has bcen served by personal delivery and/or 
pesepera Marling at the Sen Francisco Post Office, 
California, on September 23, 1965, addressed to the 
Polmewing : 

Honorable Joseph Karesh, City Hall, San Francisco 

Covormor Mamune Brown, State Capitol, Sacramento 

Attorney General Lynch, 500 Capitol Fall, Sacramento 

Bieowries Levorney Ferdon, 850 Eryant St., San Francisco 

Sem reancisce Grand Jury, City Hall, San Francisco 

Eemeemon ocUpervisors, City Hall, San Francisco 

Henmoreble Janes Eastland, Chairnran, Judiciary Cormittee, 

iemoemoective, Vashinegton, D. C,. 
Penezeble Maianucl! Celler, Chairman, Judiciary Cormmittec, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Mecicclarcce Under senelty cf perjury that the foregoing is 
imaomeanmecermrect. Executed at San Francisco, California, 
Beptenecr 23, 1965. 

CLAUDIA WALKER 


*Denied Nov. 16, 1965, with consent, following discovery 
that February 1, 1946, order was non-applicable and 
non- jurisdictional. 


WELFARE & INSTITUTIONS CODE 
Sections 5047, 5050, 5128 


Sec. 5047 


Peviuiont 10 Cxanination of mentally il] person; 
Peestayetilo: Preparation of petition and forns: Civil 
Smewerininal liability. Any person may filc in the 
pmeer yor Court a verificd petition that there is in the 
eermuy 2 Person who is mentally ill and in need of 
Suremvislon, carc or treatment, and asking that cxanination 
emmoace Of Cho rental health of the person, and that 
peeteor2en be tedc for the welfarc of the person as 
Pmeeviccau Ln this chapter. 


Ptenmeiemrclatave, tricnd or other person can) be 
Devuer in tie county who is able and willine to make and 
fmemunc peli tion hercin previded, any pcace officer, pro- 
Srereomeotilccr, Daysician attending the prticnt, 
Peegeretan abtachcd to = public hospital or instituticn, 
moO soensen 1S 2 paticnt tHercin, or public suardian 
Pevwemarce ond file the petition hcrein provided. “The 
Giae1cC, 2@ttorncy or his deputy shall prepare the petition 
Gaomwall other forms required in the procceding when 
meguesvca by the party who is to file the petition or 
Seeereror’%. When a petition is filed by any™such person, 
fomeermule UCTSON Making or filing the pcotition, nor 
Peomoclperrors, mor the department, hospital, or 
Hacer ublon TO which hes attaehned, nor any of its 
Cmployecs, shall be rendcred liable thercby cither civilly 
Gmectimenalily, if there’ was probonblc causc ror the making 
Siew tiling Of said petition. 


mec 6 5050 


Creers for Exoination and safckecping: Appointment’ 
Simicaves |) cxaniners: Notice of cxaninntion; Service. 
Whenever it appears by petition pursuant to this chapter, 
femenc sabistaction of a judge of the Superior Court in 
eny county that any person therein is mentally ill, and 
mienecd of Supervision, treatricnt, care or restraint, 
the judge shall so far as consistent with Sec. 5156 of 
tis Code, male such orders ns may be necessary to 
DEovide Por Cxamination into the state of mental health 
Omeciompcrson, and for the safekceping, necessary medical 
treatnent, care or restraint of the person, pending 
hearing, in the county psychopathic hospital, in his own 
Henley a stato haspital, or in such other place as 
Will afford access to medical cxaniners for the purpose of 


oie 


Ee ea! 


Poeemine tlemsenc suitable provision for themsoiety send 
Comiort Of tie pcrson. Tor JUDCE SHALL, BY ORDER APPOINT 
T7O '}EDICAL EXALTINERS TO | “TARE A PRRSONAL EXALINATION 
OF THE PERSON AND TO “REPORT THEREON TO Tak COURT. 


i Sac wimeee 25 Satisticd that the person is 

Seer mercnLly mentally ill that cxanination should be 
MeecmrntG thc state of his mental health, the judgec shall 
Mesuc an order notifying the person tc subnit to 
Peeeviaevlom 2b SUCH tira and place as dcesignatcd by the 
feet (ne Crécr tor cxarination shail be served as 
peermloce in pce. 5050.2, by a peace officer or counsclor 
MBM enuseicaAlty Of thc Ccunty at lcoast onc day betrore 
WiemcmnertssCd tor the cxaninntion. The person shall 
Pemeomtrecd Lo remain in his home or other place of 
Serrcile pcndaing the Cxaninaticn, and shall be permitted 
Pemeeeaccompanicd by one or morc of his relatives or 
memens co the placc of exanination. 


lie nppecrrs tO tne judsec [rer a certificate of = 
inbeemsea DAySiCian and surgeon dated not more than 3 
Ce ieeerver to thc prescntaticn of the petiticn and filed 
(uae ne Court, CCrbifying That he has cxaninced the 
Pege-onec dG 25 Of thc opinion the person is mentally iil, 
moemececausc Of his illness is likely to injure himself 
Georders if Noy iniicdiatcly hospitalized or detained, 
Sate ete OLNCrWIiSc ATLirnAtively appcars that said 
egeeon ts Likely to injure hinsclf or cthers, the judge 
Poeeerccuemonad deliver to a pcace officcr or counsclor 
Mmmimenvol Nealth of the county an ordcr directing that 
iwempersol be forthwith dctaincd in a2 place designated 
Moimeieworcer for Ccxarinntion and hearing as provided in 
Pees chopter. The judgsc may issuc 2 sinilar order, if 
iemeerson rails or refuses to appear for cxanination when 
Metal ilcd. 


Die Cis 128 


iaguyleacemn Civil causcs: Requirc-ent of three— 
imeteLns vcraiet; Adjvdication of mental illness or 
MmfoenibOracr for dctention, ctc., in hospital; Delivery 
tee orsom inca, Copy of Order, etc. The trial shall be 
Madeas provided by law for the trial of civil causcs, 
and if tried before a jury the person shall be discharged 
tmlesera verdict that he is nentally iil is found by av 
Mec Lirec-1ourths of the jury. If the judge ad judecs 
Mmmtenveramet of Lic jury is that hc is mentally i117 
Piomiideewetai sc judee that fact and make an order 
Simi ero tne oricginal order for detention in a licensed 
Neeeiueal or Sanitarium or for conmitnent to a state 
Pe-pieol. If such ordcr is for the supervision, treatient, 


7 


Peemerecesureint of the ~cntally i111 porson in a 
Peeen- eC mios shut Or SAnLtArlun, a vonce officer shell 
Peiecem bie seer son end present a copy of the order tc 
Paemoepemiircncont, or GCther official of such institution: 
memptideworccr 1s for the cormnitnent of a mentally ill 
Merson bo © strtve hospital, such order shall be presented, 
amen uimo Of Cormitrent of the mentally i111] person, 
Pemeelem suber ALChacnt or pcerscn in chorge of the state 
Peoeiemvele Vo woilen the mentally 111 person 1S cormitted. 


A QUESTION FOR THE COURT 
me £02 AEPUBLICANS 


fees eti ec that the Bolli-lhaloncy incident cane out 
iMawo tie OpCNn. 


ite" eepeatbodly sackcd Republican lcaders to tell 
Pacem pmolic “aoeuy the folony of Ednund Brown, which 
GepsgueieitOCs him to be Governor. Apparcntly, the Meadcrs 
Pewee to bring this mattcr to voter-attontion because 
eee oublican invelvcicnt. 


imectivevec Uiebenli secrtizens undcrstand that there 
@eemeoce Gnd bad BRepublveans, AS well os good and bad 
Wewecrors, Alsa, 1 beolicve that the voters, both 
Peruelicans aed Perocrats, Nave & right to iznew the truc 
ieers f2oeul Candidatcs, so that they intclligently place 
wmeacir votc. 


Mice ioiser Clsc Involves iccCispiracy for deprivation 
peeivs! riggs and oroperty and conspiracy apainst the 
mmeeue Ant Creay, forgery, falsification of public records, 
Suemoocunen: crc: oval by the District Attorncy acting in 
Poaeeicton with other intcrested partics. 


Peecne tigteniucdco Karecsh uUntowiuliy denied motion to 
WMecace Vvold court procecedines and orders, he stated in the 
feureroom that Selim uoand lalemey had rights. 


Una Cigats co Bel amd Maloney have? The only 
em@emer is that Bedi and bhaboncy have no rights against 
Mamccr, but that Valker has rights arainst ther and others 
Meee Ene ISScmelom ol tWidch the Court has dclaycd. 


The parties -- 


Retoney,;, & Republican iegislator, 
later replaced in officc by the Brown-Burton nachine 


Belli and Walker were Young Republican State Directors 


Woieccr ae es Republicans 
who was a Bank of Arcrica employce, cmployer-involvecd 
in NBA violations (roquiring charter forfeiture 
under 12 USC) causing death and ccononic poverty, 
who developed a radio program to remedy bad finawcial 
Dractuecs bo prevent economic poverty. 


Dystriet Attorney Brady was a Republican, 
who implemented the conspiracy 


ae 


or 
ye? 
| 


1 


Uestrrver Abvorncy Brown ~ present Governor - 
Mao CObmDitued the forgery and falsification of 
public records, was a Denocrat turncoat, whose '46 
Republican canpaign was handled by Republican Belli, 
who is new a Denocrat turncoat. 


District Attorney Lynch - present Attorney General - 
was involved in the above fclonies also. 


Ewetrict Attorney Ferdon“is a Denocrat, 
wo is Involved in document renoval to perpetuate the 
Melonies. 


Certain Judges are involved, as shown in the record. 
THE PALONEY INCIDENT 


Cas thewclosing hour 

And the sun was sinking 
And the towering buildings 
Vere casting angled shadows 
Through drapcericd windows 
Into darkened offices 
Settling into stillness 
After the workers out—-rush,. 


An after-hour appointment 
Pending ween vne legislator 
Brame aseiet tO tac orifice 
G1 4 proposal of Assistance 

by themiayer oC City Hall 

Mer a prospected radio proeran 
Designed for public benefit 

To solve ccononic problens. 


Im? the leg¥slator's office 
There was danger lurking 

For thes unsuspecting firl 
Who cane for the appointnent. 
fine legielater greeted her 
fied offerca Wer avechair 

finde then, behind her» chair, 
ie Weewed the offlece door. 


In sunset's angled shadows 
piivern: Baroven the roo 
The girl waited paticntly, 
tae Verislator chathing 

Fron a closet door beyond, 
Amd then, on reappearing, 
Holddms a bOtele im one hand, 
He was presenting a scx-posc. 


ae 


in 2 Shieclamiewot surorisc 

yew errl Was standing up 
PMemcuadenlLy was dorting 
paemme tae 1eri sim tor'’s desk, 
Evading tme renching Wends 
Seema DCrsunde her 

Micro Mie tO Sullset's Sexy wills 
Chea weet by Cove of black. 


(hime solamaLlvon s attorraun, 
imeccCuricwmal of composurc 

PO rencdmipon CUnbDLing words 
Pout a surgcon’s opcrat¥on, 
iio Le suppor tiniges mover, 
ine 25 a month for friendship -- 
He omnyewonwed 2. 1 Peele Seouch 
ume some human understand! na 


tiie ave: alsalenidueique Me) sole eile. ale Ws 
Oneche girls loavo-taking, 

Ie LiLonae ete yewiellikieresal joretlibic: ovens) 
iitec bed Sorce—-plLanwed "“Cemsplracy 
Cire peoetonas Dan: "roovyors 

law «ce pat ro wwe publLic knowlcdac 
ic stemy of banleing crimes 

ome lomictator's indi sercbiicns 


iimetscuss on, 2 baniver said 
fiat une Log clavcor Stated 

lint raeuwrace Oo propranm Tnivolyved 
Wes dcsiened tor the purposc 

Cie okie cn acquaintanccs, 
[huemmias an UNlrUC SLaLencny 
tupciiline her to seek counsel 
Ui tieRepuilicon ossociabe Belli. 


Concurrently, SEC ogent=spics 
Uniepuliy told@bcank officials 
CimmeccpOrhiinace in Cont idence 
Crmbre onic s NEY violations, 
Tnpcis ings >boniker-lcobbyust Stcvenot 
Uemeee Wer viricnes omd rclacives 
ToOrei Cay Ncr preeranweriorts 

Hn ehen Unlaweully cake er job 


-3- 


THE BELLI INCIDENT 


tier Pol lewing cxecerpts ar@® talk@n from "The 
Weonemavonce of tne Deprivation of Civil Riehts in the 
Welker Case undcr color of State Law constitutcs Conspiracy 
Maervela Usc 241--371. " 


Me ese cnc StaAbubory duty of attorneys, 
femceummed ii Mecislative specifics 
Pemecuweuce im Scc. 6068 of BP Code -- 
Heesuppert Comstitutions and laws, 

LA awnicorronlLy s2cuions legally just, 
iomaorec, Oy tic Lrueh in procccdings, 
Wemccremd clients against charges nade, 
Paee cOmwcep liviolate client—-coni idence. 


oe @ 


Tie atterncy"™s BPC 6068 Violation, 
epraweds tic right to counsel and dcfense. 
NWeewere Woungzg Republican stave directors. 
imewrecord Shows the avtorncy as witness. 
Pemadivleee Seoe@kton hc Served as attorney, 
mmd acmittced initiating the proccedings, 
Pimer | Wed consulted hit: as an attTorncy 
PeetieTiploortoulcs Of a Statc politician. 


Pees Currier. MN. Contercnec tine, 

hae l aac puolYeist for 5. F. Unit, AWVsS. 
NVeclon ana Verifies petition were filed, 

On Gime proeess Genial voiding jurisdiction, 
And the Court issued order, June 15, 1945, 
Pieulling, vacating the original record. 
When the attorney advised it was cancelicd, 
(Mugcesumericed pub nc pronisca rencoarimeg. 


Behind ny back and without ny knowledge, 
PRceeoit onwwae f£ided 11 gays later; 

And made into court order, June 25, 1945, 
Setting aside the order of June 14, 1945, 
Prepared on D. A. Edmund Brown's paper, 
Signed in the handwriting of a deputy, 

Wie signcd “the name of ny attorney's firn, 
Unauthorized Gither by me or by the law. 


aS 


on™ 
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se es 


Petition-denial on Septcrber 12, 1945, 
Heemered Ine Grand Jury hearing in October, 
iijee Dl.) iw bDCimg, ordcred to clcoar records. 
item «0 tiem Wado an alternative proposal. 
Pemeeto fne would ruigmmc with litigation, 
Uimecs Ierelleased the involvcd partics, 
Biyett 1 diddy, he would cxpunge the recorts 
Matescupoer peas. O,000 claim bills»for ime. 


Peigiemoc SscCemed Lo dcriand my acceptance, 
mee. fs. SUpPOrt could win the clain bill 
Wem uiis onount would reestablish rec, 

Mitt wcoulae bach £O on to other things. 

I signed the relcasc on January 30, 1946, 
PMemune Abvorncy and DD. A. the stipulation, 
And Court Order issued on February 1, 1946, 
SevUlMp@oSsi¢de gnc CcxpuNm@ing the record. 


iMmashatver Ol Cays, 1 Was upsct to scc 
[ivencerm Herb Caen's Cnronicic column 
Wiewerac District AtLorncy, Edmund Brown 
temielyiny Belli, railroading attorncy, 
Weme closcly involvcad as personnal fricnds, 
Perc ena -— Belli reversing dccisions, 
Larch 15th -- Announcing Belli handling 
iiemeecpublitcan D. fe Pat Brown canpalans 


Heme@nee, I pezem work on the cloin bill, 
Remme COLd the rolcase would prevent it. 
fees e's office on January 11, 1947, 
Cemuoewa lettor stating that the relceasc 
Dida notmnclude the Stace of Galifornia, 
imc elearinre she way for introduction, 
And pendency of the bill was announced 

In Herb Canon's column January 28, 1947. 


IMegimecenci sco, | Chgazcd an attorney, 
Netlog he wes im thc cneny's camp, 

A wife's cousin of clain-opposing attorney, 
A friend of 'forged-stipulation' deputy, 
Peereceipicniy of case referrals ci Dan. 
idees0,000 ease from politician involved, 
Eewoe iia fopeosing my mothcr=ssupport casc == 
Ciilamiarreac, nit trom being my attorney. 
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Cecrevcammars hold in the le¢islaturc, 
vie Code ssuiltienued Lor protuccti on, 

Pace ey 500 sueecstcd for 310,000 promised, 
hecwueodmeilai was filcd on July 2, 1928, 
Migicrscrmee tn of the involved politician, 
Which was cut to 32,000 on August 18, 1948, 
Dm ouuvornoy'’s PTailure te attcond hearing, 
Wes cut to Bank-of-/nerico-salary, 31,440. 


fieeonnde une release CC 1666 unlawul, 
ifimoeiaecnarainsy tac policy of the law 
horepittros Sockine Co avoid liability 
Pemercus Of fraud and wiliul injury 
Memectoand release from parties injured. 
But I was unprepared for dcnand-denial 
iemnerviness Mobice aid bank refusal, 
Bvyercuericy, otatc Bar, ouprenme Court. 


itmoercca EO Guclity for federal injunction, 
Meeceseeulvec an ACtLoen 2m Superior Court, 
And thercin discovered on May 5, 1964, 
Forgced-stipulation-ordcr cf June 25, 1945, 
And expungenent unrecorded, on May 10, 1964, 
ehewrag record-validity of unlawful order 
Eebecide by fimal order of June 14, 1945, 
Vomcedeoy DN. A.'si femmery on June 25, 1915. 


emer oble! MOW, oUuperior Court admission 
Vd CCP 1916 voidanece for non- jurisdiction 
Cewocrieimel Deecnper 20, 1937, procecdings, 
imetenentine the June 14, 19745, order, 
Annulling Decenber 20, 1939, proccedings, 
Which under CCP 963 becane a final order -- 
iiemianes 25, 1245, D. A.-Court ‘forecry', 
Boeing subject to PC 799 fclony prosccution. 


Dated: San Francisco, California, ‘gust 14, 1966. 
Cl AUDI ave 


This will be forwarded to all Republican Cormitteec sources, 
certain Congressional sources, certain Judicial sources, 
ond to naned partics, and will be filed as a Court-docunent- 
exh bi G. 

CLAUDIA VALKER 


CHRONOLOGY OF #MPLOYMENT 


October 1928--January 23, 1940 


1928 


Bank of Amcrica National Trust & Savings Association 


Letter of recommendation from former President Will 
Pe MOrrish dated March 7, 1950: 


“Miss Walker’s record during the period I knew her 
was much apove the average. She was a fast and 
Cpereromul worker and her handling of the public 
Was exceptionally good. 


Re: Low salaries 


The bank hired out its employees, without their 
knowledge or consent, to its ow corporations, 
Oueanrzed tO Violate provisions of the National Bank 
fet, under the name of Transamerica Corporation, 
collecting two and three times the amount of salary 
joe uel 


Meeovncine Department 
Stenographer 
390 per month 


12 aes oul 


Bank Properties Department 
Handling bank premises and foreclosed properties 
SrCnoc Gey cr 
Registered with American Institute of Banking 
Salary deductions for employee stock purchases 
390 per month 


Caeatat Company 

Acquired and operated bank-ormed city propertics 
Clerk in charge of rent records for California 
Supe rvised two stenographers and one bookkceper 
Pe mer month 

Scparated duc to depression cutbacks 


EXHIBIT "p" 


gel 
ISCUGUS ehoranale) gions 
Tewpelima relicr tellor, stenographer 
Hourly rate, plus expenses 


33 
eeeniernia Joint Stock Land Bank 
Pigdiicggwine= rarm loans, recalling bonds 
Beceecary 
5110 per month 


October 
b-year pin, Bank of America N. T. & GS. A. 


15) 
Buvcomerica Agricultural Credit Corporation 
Pearesyoct lioans, rediscount financing, 5 States 
mpecretary, Advertising copywriter, Clerk 
pies per month 


ISIS 
Cevober 
10-year pin, Bank of America N. T. & 5. A. 


1939 
July 
PeCctulgecnaxecnangee Commission Investigarion 
Sam Prancisco Chronicle: 
“TAC may sue to keep loans secret.* 


August 
Seovonber 
PMMevemeleyecs wanrtcd™ investigation 
[eeormecso tC Of “ational Bank Act violations 
SEC attorneys, bribed to report information, 
gave information unlawfully to bank officials 


Wevober 23 
Resigned under unlawful pressure by Stevenot 
Separation with salary to January 23, 1940 


Bens 1961-1965 BANK OF AMERICA LEGAL PROBLEM 


WATTOKRAL BANK ACT VIOLATIONS REPORTED: 


accountings Department 
Transmitted funds, withheld from local loan use, 


to Call lioney Market, New York, at 20% 
interest. 
Betliccds COupay iOr demanded overtime work. 


Papitvel Company 

Oreamizea (oO violate law requirine banks to sedi 
Pouce cole@sed =preperurcs in 5 years. 

Poeueic la at bid-price, Letting vank talze 
emEcteney JUdenCntse 

PeeccUlavively Operated and sold propervics. 

(Waele, Merained mineral Kigmbs for bank. 

Refused to pay for demanded overtime work. 


Caliormia Lands, inc. 
Oreonmzed to handle country properties in the 


cememnionner as Capital Company . 


Cees oOrmae Jolnt Steck Land Bank 

(enameec. wath Blyth <« Co., Stockbrokcrs, to 
eto IterdilcnG Leurver te imterstare boncd— 
beliders, calling in bonds, actually worth 1002, 
MemmcCOe wrcfused tO ive truce Tacts on demand 
on Ss oondnolders. 

Docetmwed dered profits an Uso. Treasury Sond 
liemilse i. 

Weedmenetibsato Operate Eankamerica Agricultural 
Cie COrmoravlon Ard @tive bonuses to favored 
Out Age ees 

P@ricmertcd liavidelLineuloons to Pedcral Land 
Benig@ot sseriicley, retaining Mederal-regulation- 
prohibited second mortgages, unrecorded. 

Soimceted Second morteaces from transferred 
bem-oveno several borrowers Securcd court 
Poco ude ll. Oo. District Court at oan 
Penne COL 

Refused to pay for demanded overtime work. 


Bankamerica Agricultural Credit Corporation 

Conducted unlawful interstate bank loan business. 

Gecroeeunucd loans at Federal Intermediate 
Credit Bank of Berkeley, paying 3% interest, 
en total funds of interstate loans. 

Loaned funds to interstate borrowers on monthly 
budget basis, leaving substantial bank 
Bereir1oOns fOr civen periods. 

Speculated with loan retentions in Transamerica 
voce in individual names, Such as Cc. P. Cuneo, 
brother-in-law of A. P. Giannini, %90,000. 

Death of Ed "Iood, Livestock appraiser employee: 
transferred to him unlawful 100% land loan 
Tomi vin, on 2 20,000 advance of his 
father-in-law; made him a 100% loan on sheep 
Woaien ai ter purchase commeneed to dic Off. 

Fanicked bank officials pressured Wood, who 
pomaeked and auvempred | Noldup of a bank 
Official at American Trust Company and was put 
ee eka 

Prrewbened Officials, fearing results of Wood's 
testimony, were joyously relieved, when he was 
Geedetesy MOrnine With a belt Strap around his 
meek and with a handkerchief stuffed doim into 
his throat, because there would be no testimony. 

Officials took over the tlood spread without 
question, in a situation where it was reported 
that the land was the cause of the deaths of the 
siieer. 

Account cards changed to cover-up unlawful loans. 

Refused to pay for demanded overtime work. 


iefetemlr-scecaon 93, UOC, provides for forfeiting of 
Hiewsank charter for violations of the Mational Bank 
ommend Cancellation of ali rights and privileges under 
ae Cu. 


Tae Comptroller of the Currency, answerable only to the 
President who has an Assistant who is affiliated with 
mere bons, will not enforce the law; and Congressional 
Banking Committecs will not investigate; both of which 
Besurempaat the law is ineffective. 
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eg) 


upeaual 


1934 


1 soe 


1936- 


Lia 


1938- 


Character (Five petals of pink wild rose) 
Prezewter.. Glannini Contest 
Fublished in Centerville newspaper 


Wrote a novel about banking -- principal 
Cmaracecr, JOim Wayne, ruined by banking law 
violations, accused of murder of banker of 
ingen he was innocent 

Lot published 


Loe 
Saremezeq Civil Service Hmployees Uidows 
Association, after father’s death, when Federal 
Civil Service Retirement Fension ceased, to 
emener data from widows to present Co Consress 
for pension legislation for widows 
Congress approved pensions for Panama 
Canal Zone widows and later for future 
widows, but ignored oldcr widows 


1938 

imictubiibtea radio program on KYA to feature 

Dremiment san Franciscans On American theme 
Daughters of American Revolution 
himurtedero lembersiio fprid 18, VO36 
Wat?l Number 294921 (Lt. Alexander Walker ) 
piectod Chairman, Tamalpais Chapter 

Press Helatl1ons and Radio 

Hesiened June Zi, 1936 

Picscomtinuca program ©, unwarranted 

interference by San Francisco Chairman 


eo | 
Pewee ecouiolicans Of California 
Member, State Board of Directors 


19 
ee ied radio program idea to feature 
economic problems and remedics to eliminate 
poverty 

Rogie VeoLec. Lessons 
Active interference by B3ank of America 
officials, who did not want banking evils 
GxpOsed, prevented development 
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tal 


ENDORSED 

FILED 

AUG 19 1966 

TARTIN LONGCAN, CLERK 

By J. Am Ortcile 
Deputy Clerk 


IN THE SUPERIOR COURT CF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 


In re Claudia Walker ) NOs Teraiee 
aa ORDER (CCP 1953.02) 


Mic seetition of Claudia Walker for an order 
substituting certified copy of the Order of Court in the 
above matter, filed February 1, 1946, having cone on 
meeulorly for hearing this 19th day of August, 1966, upon 
notice duly and regularly given, Claudia Walker appearing 
Poeperson, District Attorney John Jay Ferdon appearing by 

feWeJEAN WRIGHT, and good causc appearing therefor: 
34 

Gne Court finds that the said order was rade 
and centered and filed on Februnry 1, 1946; that a certified 
copy of sane was issued by the County Clerk on June 10, 
1960; that said order has unauthorizedly been renoved fron 
Wie tiie; that Claudia Walker 1s cntitled to have it 
replaced in the filc by means of this order. 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a copy of the 
Peerecscaid certified order be attached to this order and 
said copy shall hereafter have the same effect in all 
meoopects as the original would have had, and particularly 
me Support the record new before the U. &. Court of 
Appeals, No. 21147, in which said Order was certified by 
mae County Clerk to the District Court of Appeal 1 Civ. 
23371 on Januory 3, 1966 at page 27 of the Judenent Roll. 


Paved: Aueust 19, 1966. 


CURTISS 8. WETTER 
JUDGE OF TH SUPERIOR COURT 
CFFICE DEPT. X-2 


Note by Walker: Attached to said Order was a copy of 
the certified copy of the february 1, 
1946 order as appears at Judgment Roll, 


page 27. 
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Pi ittesvPEATOR COURT OF THE STATE Of CALIFORNIA 
IN AND FOR THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO 


HONORABLE JOSEPH KARESH, JUDGE, DEPARTI ENT No. 16 
im re ) 
) No. 12160 
Claudia Walker ) 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
DECH epmnmi7, 1964 = 10530 Adie 
Oey We 1965 = 1LOPs0r A. im 


APPHARANCES: 
ifieorepria persona: CLAUDIA WALIKGE 


we CLERK: Walker ve. Supericr Court. 

THE COURT: hiss Walker, --- 

Peso MARKER: Mes, the titike is wrong, your Honor. 
Meeciew@la be, I think, In re Clanudic Wolker. I mean, there 
/Merereuicr words; but I left them cut. 

Meee OURT- Wheat is the matter before the Court? 

MISS WALKER: This is a nettcr to vacate, annul and 
peumogomeo on ordcr. it was properly neticcd. 2 filed a 
emerenaum: L filed an affidavit. 

fae COURT: To annul what order? 

LISS WALKER: Of Decorbcr 20th, 1939, in which--- 


ieeecOuUnT: Tac Court Can not cnicr such an ordcr. 
Dee wGoume has no pawer io enmtcr such on ordchs 


MLSS WALKER: The Court had no jurisdiction at the 
mmo To mace the ordcr ond I an --- 


mee COURT: There was a hearings 


LISS WALKER: There was no hearing, your Honer. Yeu 
haven't read the papers Yf you say thats 


Wee COWntT: Tt havc read "the papers. 
LISS WALKER: There was no hearing at all, your Honor. 
zee: 


Per i" 


ier CeOnt. drat yeu cons#dcr is ne Wearing is still 
maearlinge. You may be dissatisficd with it, but--- 


PiseeoniGin: It ifs not ifMaccordance with the Code. 
fiero sey tllis cul. There waseno dctcm@inaticn by the 
Meare ome CKO NCrs—-—of thosc nedical cxariners. One of then 
Pomc requcolifica . SES 


MAC eUnR. Mien the medical ecxanincrs mac a findine. 


Peso WALKER: Con we heave a detailed eraument based 
Quem TeCNOrandum at This tinc? Is it convenient? 


ieeecCOURT: Ter cite Cotlrt 1° iM cabvicts. ian serey 
Wace you arc in this situation, but the Court is without 
paevemewa 2rant you the rolictl forwhich you pray. 


eo? VAR: TAIT riehnt<. lr. Edrnund Brojm cormittce 
femeemian He forscd my attorncy's marc on Junc the 25th, 
ie oo lehave just discovered this forgery. “Tne fongery is 
Uaemiast record that hes beem recordcd. It Ikeaves me "in 
peeitustion where the Decenber 20th, 1939, erdcr is 
aremu. 1 ce personally, by virtue Of the fact there is 
bemeiger recorded rocord, apparently, undcr the jurisdiction 
Sumoten Court, which I ccrtainky can not stand for, and ail 
ee yeoropcriy rights have bech taken. 


imemeouRt: | cag not Set asidc the finding cf the 
Ceherwee! will rake a2 concossion that there are nany --- 


Poo MALKBR: I was @enmwed duc process of law that 
Mem Jakenveca by the United statcs Constitution. 


tee cOunt.  tacrc are any procedurcs insoiar as the 
Cegeibeeene of thc alleged mentally 2111 that should be 
Slaiacaetely 


Mio oimges ComcC, Fo 1996 allows mc to raise the 
(ieetien of jurisdiction. WYou rcalizge this Me@tis an “ppeal. 


THE COURT: Yes, I do. eas) 


mtsemtweas CantG we have es full argument, your 
enor ? 


Wermeecent:  TMnere is ne argument necessary, Piss Valrer, 
because I am convinced that this Court is without power to 
Caen your tne melief fer which you prayed. 


(coe WAbieR:? You have power to ccrrect the error that 
Mas becen Commi Ted . 
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iimeeown: We judgc found you nentally ill. 


Pee ene tne judrc was an incompetent cold man. 
Giewow the medical cmanimers was an alcoholic. I have procf 
Coes. ft 1S in the San Francisco Coroner's records. 


ieee OU: winabewouldestilil not permit us=== 


iso Ahicen: “the medical’ certificave was not cop= 
fMlewec. i came into court in '45, your Honor. I speme 
Meny 200d Tioncy with Gladstcin, Andcrsen & Resner. They 
pelve tly rioncy, tied Gounc. Lr. Edmund Brown put a 
Memetecmsulpulation in this court record, and I have shew 
Zt to you. I subpoenacd Mr. Brown here today and he is 
MeuemMerco. if don't know whether the sheriff served hin 
Cram bs 


Pit SCOuURT: he governar? 
Peo oliccor: tir. Edmund Browa, the attorney. He 
Pe meogenoterrirct attorney at the tine, and he personally 


Smemend One of thosc papers. Not the forprery, but his 
meeecemstrencd bnc forgery, but hc knew about iv. 


Pa eCOURT: Well, Miss Walker, =-- 


LISS WALKER: Why are you denying me relicf? Under RT4 
Mia weorevicion of the law? 


feemeeunt: Under the provision of the law that you 
Carmel Scl Aside this judencnt. 


miso (AnweR- Wider what provision of the Maw? 


Gime COURT: I can net sct aside this finding of 
memuad Litdmess, the judgement. 


Miss WALKER: The judge was a liar. He had no right 
Tomei te was on incompctcnt old man. I had no trial. 


tee eGOURT: © cam not SUbStItutCeny judgment for his. 
Misc Abie: Tinted now trial. 


fem COURT: You hadwa right of trial by jury, didn't 
Wo 


pss esyankGeR: IT have had no trial. You haven't read 
the papers, your Honor. 


ie COWRt: “You had a riysht of trinl by jury. 
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foe res: fF dctiandcd ity buv I didn't get it. 
fee yoursmcleCascc this so I can go into the federal court? 


iwiee COURT. Rolleasc what? 


eos ALK R: £ have tricd to go into the federal 
Colm crome Your DeCoplc here have core in and -= IL mean this: 
iotmmpeonlc, your Honor, not you personally, ir. Brasil 
Mmepmeecm pte this Court has gone over to the Federal court 
premengectca. 1 don't want it heard in this court, frankly. 
Peay clio Lf Ccomc in here you say no, and there is no 
Gosony, £or saying no today. RT5 


imemeounnms f Can mot scot aside the judsicnt Winding 
veumicntally ill. 


bss VARKER: Why? Way? 
iomwocouRT: I have no power to dc it. 


fies Wikre: EF was micvor Menvally ill. “~f never had a 
Celie Iebroughnt this up. If spent hundreds and hundreds --- 


itcecOUrrT: ‘There were two modical examiners appointed. 


ieee obidth: One of them was a drunk and he died a2 
CeumMidmeetnic is in the coroncr's report. 


timeout: Tint would be noe grounds to sect aside the 
judenent of--- 


LISS WALKER: There was no determinntion. They didn't 
paemmecioletc the cortificate of the nedical cxaniners. 
Wenemicnicr, | do think iit you weuld give tine for @ complete 
arguncnt--- 


ioomcOUR: A complecc eregurent can net Acip. I do 
lemme vye the power to do it. 


Milos WABKER: 2 claim the Court had no jJurisdictien. 
MiewcCourt Had mo jurisdicticn cither to--- 


THE COURT: The Court acted upon the recommendation cf 
pmemncdical cxanincrs, two ef then, and the judge, whon 
We Complaimed Against, Found you mentally ill, and there 
MemouiIme clat this Court? con do. 


LISS WALKER: I was denicd duc process of law and I RT6 
prescntca my cascs. 
Lay we arguc along the lines of the nenmorandun? 


eee 


Gee cCUntT: No, liss Walker. And may I say tH that 
GeWeration thaw you filcd in this court cttacking a lawycer--- 


tow 


ime WALKER: Lr. Belli is a crininol. He should be 
Pepeipstrocad, Sir. He should be Gisbarreccd. 


oem COURT: --and attacking sone cther public official-- 
fd mot mchtion his name. 


LISS WALKER: All right. He should have been thrcwn 
Om, of office. 


ieeecOURT: tt on my own tiotion an going to strike this 
mecmeem@eras SCUrrilous and crder that the complaint which 
fommenti Lica, “Denand upon the Arcrican Bar Association tc 
Disbar l.eclvin Belli"--- 


MeooeweiER: Demand upon the Arcrican Bar Associatien 
eleosoar Velvin Belli for Uncthical Practices. 


Smee COURT: ihat hesma"t anything to do with these 
Pmeeeecdings. You have attacked ao person who served his 
eeeceeatd Lic lCfislaturc well for many, many yars. 

Mies WAGER: “He did not scrve his state well. 
Mibeeount: iI strike 10 from the record. It is 
Peeoumed ond it will not Subject -~ if these renarks were 

Mace womeciae, they would be slander. 


Peso weak: They mre not slan@cr, your Henor. They 
Ween to bc truc. 


PeewCOURT: 6 —-~Slonderocus ond libelous. Obviously 20 =RT7 
hes nothing to do with these procccdings. 


Mico Alwsn- You arc denying to ric My civil rights 
Beet neerorican Citizen under that flag. 


iWieCOURT | | am not denying your rights as 2 citizen. 


Miss WALKER: Undcr what statute do you refuse tc hear 
this? 


Mae, COURT: You speak of your rights. 
MisoMemKtR: ly rights as an Arcrican citizen. 
THE COURT: These other people have rights not to bc--- 


LISS WALKER: They have no right te doe anything like 
et Lo Tie. 
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THE COURT: --not to be slandcred in the manner that 
hou Ssloanrcercad then. 


Meee iAbiatn: Tncy can suc me if I slander then. 


peewee OUe Youmfiled it in a court procecdings. In 
Seemecvcnt, L dcny your notion. You now have your remedy 
S@eeopcals» It this is constitutional, sand you say that 
eemeeecrnl court cantake jurisdictin, it is up to the 
Meewetalecourl. 2 say that I have no power to do it and I 
Smoot say any riorc. I ar not going to spell out in 
See iewiny | don't have the power. I sinply --- 


PS AE kER: loy 1 know why you don't have the power? 
ievyone vO know this. 


eoeecoual: I deny the motion, iss Waller. 
Hiss WALKER: But why, your Honor? RTS 


ie COURT. I oar Sorry that there wos a finding oF 
nental illness, but there is nothing--- 


MfoopurkER: Thcore was no mental illness. ‘thc 
ieegemes 2eladiar ond hc was an ineompetent cld ran. 


Peecoua 1 Con not Substitute my judement for fis. 


Miser (feivik: TF an cntitied to show that I was denicd 
ememorocces of low. I an cntiticd to shaw that the Welfare 
Poemeiiceitibrons Codc was not conplicd with, which is Uruc. 


ieecountT: On the state of this record, you were not 
Ge@mecd duc process of lLaw-- 


Pits Se ALKER: if wos dcnicd. 


ieee COURT: So that this Court could -- could set 
werde iat finding. 


iss VALKER: id was dcnicd. The record showed that 
I had no attorney; that he (CORRECTION: I) requested 
ea, belli ond ir. Belli appenred as a witness. ‘This is in 
ime Nondwriting of Dr. Reilly. 


THE COURT: Well, Liss Walker, I am very sorry there 
Mes this finding, but there is just nothing I can do about 
meee |i Can not do it. 


IMiecwyeimen: If am asking you to sct aside a void 
Pec Ciageoan iivepoal ordcr. 


SG 


1S 


oe 


Wa COURE: I lggve nce. such power. 


VisstWRLa@r: AC yeu arc fiving me ne citeticn as 


mee COURT: I give yeu na citations Ieer very/ RTO 
eee ith thesc procccdimes because I happen to sit 
Mite 2. Pew chniotric ceurt anc--- 


(ics WEIKER: You arc viclating the l-w preb->bly 
G@ainr thet. 


THY COUR T Geuwoe Tides 


WaMew A: ‘Teese cecple have . -- mcll, you don't 
Plume &n tee Asicrican Constituticn. 

Me "GOureTr: Yes; 1 Believe in the Anerican 
Coens tet ion. 


Meee Neh: You emit dr you wqnldan't do it. Wel, I 
meee y ca ec Mito che fedcercl courte “Will there be any 
ome @ppositicn \l 


a 
L 

naby “seni Court 7” 
il 


heare. eer Ss cote. 


Caw tMGant we be 
taeda CO de With this Caurt. 


fiSS WALKER: 
Peon s went ony 


fer COURT: All rignt. 


Miss WHS: Lee talking abcut the whole Superior 
Cou 


1-155 WAL 


i @em'"t want them eppeaning in federal 
Comey Coming re 1. hes 
nt 


wae tremc, oecausc I Gk an American 
eae zor on: J Se cr ledttd be Heard. Am@ this Wes mever 
Mecn seard, your Acnor. This is the trouble. You ment 
Me ime it -- | mean, your court wmcn't fe into it. 


Mr COURT: You nean nd jiudec of cur Superier Court? RTO 
MESS WALKER: Wobody in the court will go into it. 
Waere Mes never c triel: it wes a railroading. It was @ 


erinmce 


ome, COURT: if em sorry it nappéncd to you becnuwse-- 
hue tere is Mothning I can da ie viens 


ioe iicll, Melvin Belli, I -n net goine to 
cme eC away With ite I am not -- 


Pie eCOUR eS  Fmovest to the Ancrican Bar. That is your 
Meempomstolility.e But the renarks that you nade in this 
feoeccoing against him and against others, the things you 
said--- 


(boo TALKER eee nc remarks orc truc. 


Gabe COURT. ~=—- are not justificd and you shouldn't 
lo aa 


Mioom Shien: Look whet they gaid About me. 


Diieceunt: to oatseorry, Liss Walkcr. You arc mot @oine 
Temeeccolplish anything by using the type of lansuare 
@eeimey tncsc people that you did. I do not think you 
Pimeiececcolplish a thing. 


ieee eee: T intcne to have this of f in spite cr 
Wormone evcryoody clsc. 


Miemeeunt: If youl should prevail, I Assure yeuther 
Pemeemecoury will not fecl offended, if you shculd prevail. 
fie, soc £ do nol have the power. All right. 


Mheoe bE P: Under what statute? Ycu haven't” vole 
iC. 


Wet eCOURT: Under the Lair. 


Igbes WALKER: What Law? Riel 


eee@uat: Under the Late 
Marien.  Calmeerne Next cosces,; hr. IrcGunre. 
mio Arh: LF wall appeal. 


iiimoeunh: Sh)) rieht. That is your privilcee. 


eomee Pai 


UONUAR YI, 1965 -- 10730 A. LM. 
i ecOURT: Call te coasc, fir. licGuirc. 
et Guige: tn ro Walker. 


ek 
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fae COUsRT: ines Wolkcr, you designate the procecding 
Semew Orton 10% nm new trial. It isn't a mction for o now 
eae) YOU have asked mc to sct aside a finding of mental 
im@edess that occurred way back in the '40's. TI heve 
Mmeeeeee tea beferc that I have no juriscictian to do so. 


Meo ein: Your Honor, LI have = final order that 
was issucd on January (CORRECTION: Junc) 14-15, 1945, 
fee Or 2 Collateral attack which wes validly nmaée. The 
Seeereyas rocordcd. Hdmund Brown conmitted « forgory and 
emeeoctac Dy that nonns, and it could not be attacked 
Weber selt Was atbtackcd by 2 notion for an new trial or a 
wopmromecc VeCoOLC, neither of which was donc. The ordcr 
eee emiinnal.,. Ine order of Junc 14-15 sct aside the 
Meeempcr 20, 1939, judement and it became a final order on 
MMegust 15, 1945. And I have 2 docunent here which is a 
eeeeloerron tic State of California, and it reads, “In 
PumseeLlcicnt Of Cloin for damages arising out of alleged 
Semenecols COMmitncnt to Stockton Statc Hospital," and this 
Pmrollowwnie threc ycars of investigation by the California 
Seve LOsislaturc. 


eve Your Honor, my lifc is being ruincc. by this. 
Meteors Well comilt suicide as Ict this nattcr continuc 
Cope tonecr. Your Honor, the cxpungenrcnt (OLISSION: crdlex ) 
ieee tricd to rake/ is (ERROR: onit Ss) feecmenca pi LS) 
Pemeemerorca this in call good faith without any chicanery 
eevee ab A211, as has been shown in the public records 
herce--- 


THE COURT: You have made sore --- 
(Meso vAGKER: With a cepy of Ednund Brown's forgery. 


iieecOURr: “You hove madc sonc rather terrible 
Meersations agzainst sonc pcoplc. 


Pies Wines: Ins is 2a very torrible thing tc do, 
Meur HONOYr. 


fioemcOURrs Bit, ab any cvcnt, -- 


Pee Vier: ££ had a finol order and L an cntiticd 
temenecebenctit of this order cf Junc -- 


iieceveT: hiss Walker, I have tricd, and I wish 
there was sone woy in which any person who assuncd that 
Paere Nac been 2 volid cormitnent, and we must assuric 
mecernamreceard in this case « finding of Llincss--- 


Meer eR: You can't cssuric it, not bascc on the 
meCOrt. 


oe 


Powe CUnt ss Froardon ney Liss Valker. I wish it were 
Pees Povo Char We were to assume in sone other case where a 
Pee omenos been confined to a state hespital on a court 
Ges ivment and has becn restored, thet you could conpletely 
Meovmec the record. I wish it were humanly pessiblc. 


Wiemmeremiove tic cry onc in situations such es this. 
Meme ve ocooplc who have becn cormmittcd for a week or two 
and still have the --- RTL4 


too Sbhik: Your Honor, your Honor, it was an 
etl colmitiment. It wos ne hearing. I was strapped to 
Miemome tress O1 thc floor while ILclvin Belli sat there 
and watched and licd about me. He had no witness (ERROR: 
tae ) pOomcoy Cay vline. me was Supposed to be my attorncy. 
Seeerts railronding. This is against the law. ‘The law 
Seeeeeweretcee. lL came in —« Uhe State Beard at Sacramento 
memes Cosition of having been cheated, beenuse I had 
Mo right to 21440 on 2c phony record. They gave ne the 
feeeeeoce LO GO into court end to get this cleared off. 
Meera snccrscn over 550 to sect this matter cleared off. 
Remo Volw jJudgont« 


Pee COURT You walto a Lotter to a ceurt and yeu say, 
meme co mou dccidc “7 way, lan going to de this and 
oem od €6FlWish to tell you thet that amounts to an 
Seer vevion of justicc. 


ios Abin: I dontt--- 

DitwcOwm YouNcan mot threaten a judgee in that wy 
Mmoarrie, “tf you do not do the way I tell you; I will 
Pome LChn you with this. !! 


Mem you Mayo no right to do that. 


ee oe Cease teal personolly concerned, it does mov 
feeteee ec 2b oil, but you can not do that to a ccurt. 


MisooeJhLih: ~Your Honor, I have a final order of 
ieee i715, 1945, that was recorded and no court could set 
Beemeo tint ordcr the way it was set asidc. 


Meee ceuet- Well, it has been sct asidceas you 
Ba@ecet./ | have told you, iiss Walker, -- You scom to eu hes 
Panic —— 

Meee Vinee: It can't be sect asidc in that way. 


ieewceuUal: You seer to thimk that I am calleus to 
Po eoeeoon. it arm not. 


tore 


Messen: “Zhe judericnt was sect asidc, your Honor. 
eee oUt Sit in the psychiatric @epertnent of the 
prpecmmor Goury and f sce the problems. 1 an well awere 
of the problems --- 
Miso esekER: Your Honor, ==- 


Ti eoewew: --buL Wacrc is nothingyeiiss Walker, that 
ieee ir O« 


Misemibmkh: This judermient of Decerbor 20th, 19393 
[eowset ssicac by en order of this court on Junc 14-15, 1945. 
feevmerccr Doecalic final. That ordcr sct aside the other 
ieee, ome £ 211 Gntiticd to the benefit of that order. 


mame eerl: If you Say 10 did, what do you Want this 
Canes to do? 


Ciscoe ween: woll, ! heve 1G right here=-== 
ieee GOW ilhat dowyow vent me to do? 


MicommbstR: Tf wane you to vacate Edrnund Prowm's 
femecry of Junc 25, 1945. 


Loe wooUmne Twit Mob Charactcrize it as 29 Torxcery——— 
Mico MiwGR: T have Lt nerc, your Honor. HELO 
TeGecOuNrl- Wise Walker, [ can not do that. 


LISS WALKER: You can under Section (Ol ISSION: 
CCP 1916) and I have given you the citations. 


MimCOURT: tall, ——- 


Misc wna: Tne Court hac no jurisdiction to acer 
Mooi ot Mme Ordcr eCxccpt on the motion systen.- No 
Stewusory proceeding wes filcd. It could not be sct 
@owde by Svbipulaction. 


Rime OueT it the court lead ne jurisdiction to act, 
Polec@eulciieuc taken your cppcllate procedurcs 2v that 
ltiC . 


ieee eGo: Nour toner, § den't have to. ‘The 
DEOCe ce eomamenyCid. sat Mave presentcd you--- 


(imme owe Ie taey are void, £ don’t have to do 
anything. 


ee 


MiloceveontRk: Yos, you do. I have - right to ask 
you to declare the June 25, 1945, (OLISSION: order) to be 
eae cll subsequent’ proceedings to be void, the February 
ist order to be void, leaving the Junc 25th (ERROR) 14-15, 
Peeoriuer fully effective. ~ 


imeem cOvURts iL do not have the jurisdiction-- 
Miso wets  Yos, you do, your Honor. 


ieee OuUnts =<-co to do. And now, Jliss Walker, all 
[eeresaying to you is, if you wish to take any action, you 
mee appropriate action. 


Mico Mech has means that I have-- 


ieee cvnrs Just a noient, Liss Valker. I is "a ieee 
mamedation of the law to threaten people through the mails. 
meu, | want to tell you that. And you have been doing 
Peenes like that. You write threats through the mails and-- 


LISS WALKER: Your Honor,--- 


aie cOUun twee Pardon ie, matan. Now [ can takc carc of 
Mclt personnally; I think I can. I do not like threats 
through the moils--- 


LISS VUALKER: Your Honor, --- 


Boomeceous@- ind I Gould also say, through, the Tails, 
fie you arc violating the law because you are naking orene Galsisal 
Mapes of Statements through the mails. It is a violation of 
iC Lat. 


Meme lt am not g@oing to say any morc. I have tole you 
that I fecl decp synpathy for people who have been involv ca 
Mmommontal illness proccdurcs. 


LISS WALKER: I dontt want syrpathy. I was railroaded 


petal. « 


PaeecOURT: i deny your motion which you Characver1ZCc 
as a motion for a new trial. You have your appellate 
Peocedircs: you nay do what you belicve is proper. Bice 1 
mmeetch) you, you should stop threatening peoplc. 


Mie owihise. If ts not a mattcr of threats, your 
Pemomme im: is a matter of @ectting ny rights as a Cir pizem 


of this country-- RT18 


See 


een memicse ahkor, lics tWelkor, you «ct your 
mies tibeoUrda tawiul channcls. I have told you this 
Pegs Oes MOU Wave tne power to grant you rceliocf, assuning 
Toe Oumsey bo wre, ond £ do not accept it as true. I 
enol. But even if 10 were, I do not have the power 
emer uIau you ask the Court to do. 


iW] WALKER: The June 14-15, '45, order became 
imieael. bid you deny this? 


MibmwecOuUdi seelelis@icc Mo riorc--The notion as you 
ieee ecroriZe 1b ior 8 new trinl is aqenicd, and when I say 
Mea ve Syiipathy for you, that you dc not accept =- 


Meow. Lf con't want synpathy, your Honor. 
econ Se edo Mou in any way want thot stavcient 
Memmeam that I believe your statencnt agseinst the now 


Pevernor is correct. 


Peso Skee tnc Covermor CoMmicttcd a forgecry and of 
awe CC Proc? . 


TimecOU tm —-dG novebeclicyvye that the Governor 
Seemimeicd £2 Torecry, but that is all rieht. 


mio etn 1 Saaiteriost certainly appeal. 
meow es lia tS your privilogc, liss Velkher, end 
mmole ooCiinte court revcrscs this Court, I takc no 
ealee rol auctershiip; £ still have sympathy, even though you 
femiet Wont it. 


Mico Ahk i Gent went your sympathy. I wan 


Miecce and L am coing=--and I am not getting it. eu Le) 
Pm COURT eal sient, Tiss Wolkers BZ O 


a oon owe 


MPitle of the Court and Cause - #18160) 

STATE Of CALEFORNIA ) 
eee COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO) ss. 

Po Cotesia hit ~eao nercby certitly thay L am now 
Meme ero ties Nerelm mentioned, wes the duly ccrvil ied; 
mepectmtcd sad acting shorthand reporter of said department 
peo courEy son) tiat as such reportcr 1 attendod the trial 
mee Ceabeve=encivlea Cause and took down the Said trial in 
Mieoct@and- baa. vie Lecemoing is a full, true and correct 
mernicemiey ot my shorthand notes so rade of pages 1 through 
bo thercof . 

Merced: October 6, 1966. Ve) oe ee TG 


(Note by YValkor: Noted crrors-oriissions-corrections 
by Waller) 


